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| Herein may be ſeen how _ is 


him, without any Name. I leave the Reader to 


= w 
. 
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as ENTT' s Lis Piece; 
| Id II rr. | 


Wee Perecive Mr. Emty-is offended; that a 
—_ 
2 


nameleſs Author ſhould write a- 
gainſt him, when he was ivgaged in 
2 Controvetfy with Mr. Pieree; aad 
thinking himſelf not obliged to in- 
W {wer dach an one, he has declined a 
diſtinct Anſwer N Prapuſitons. 
emper, st- 
withſtanding all his e differs from Me: Pie, 
who has not ſtuck to diſtint Anſwers to feve- 
ral Pamphlets, which — bees publiſh'd _ 
8 
at the Reaſon, why Mr. E. hs declined the diſtinct 
Confideration of my Propyſitions, which were written 
ithout a mixture of any Reflectibns that could 
- the leaſt Offence. There was ;Fqianifeft goe 
on, why I concealed my Name, which could not de 
modded by the nameleſe Authors who wrote dgiinſt 
it being well known, that ſonte who are of Mr. 
's Principles in the — Controverſy, had endes; 
2 vour' 


* e e (40 5 
vour'd to bring Perſons under the Laſli of the Law, 
for diſpleaſing Expreſſions, which they tried to faft- 
en upon them; and it being certain, that ſome had: of- 
f fer da Preſentment of Mr. P, bimielf in the Shiritue! 
| * Court, as they call it. Befides the Learned in tha 
Law had adviſed him, not to lay himſelf open to the 
malicious Attacks of ſuch, as would 2 take an 
Ad vantage from the Law to give him Trouble: And 
it may well be thought, that he would give the ſame 
Advice to any of his Friends, who defign'd to write 
upon the ſame Argument. Fs f A 
| Mr. E. indeed declates, he hopes Mr. P. un' be 
* p. 70. But beſides, that it may not be in 
is Power to reſtrain all who are of his Principles; he 
do's not appear a Man much to be truſted, fince juſt 
before that Declaration he indeavours to prove, he 
has ſpoken contrary to the, expreſs Letrer of the L N But 
it happens well, that tis by ſuch a \Conſequente, as 
. our Law no more allows, than ſound Reaſon, and the 
Bible, do many of his other Conſequerices. 
I believe all Men will agree with me, in commend- 
ing Mr. P's Prudence in declaring, he would not pub- 
liſh any Thing more — the Doctrine it ſelf 
with his Name to it. And as I am aſſured of his abi- 
ding by that Reſolution, and have his Conſent to ex- 
amine, not only what is ſaid by our Author concern- 
ing my Propoſitiont, but likewiſe, whatever relates to 
the controverted Point, I ſhall -undertake this. Patt, 
leaving the perſonal' Matters to himſelf. Mr. E. 
- therefore may chooſe, whether he will write againſt 
' nameleſs Author, or dro the Controverſy. ! 
I am ſorry, M E. ſtill writes in his loug and te- 
dies Way, de * Words by Number, rather 
than Weight. If this be natural to him, it had cer- 
tainly been prudent for him, to have-allow'd ſome 
- Pains: to cut off the Superfluities. This will neceſ- 
fitate me to abridge him, and put the Subſtance: of 
what he ſays, in as ſhort a Compaſs as I can. But 
that the Reader thay ſee, that I do not complain with- 
out a Cauſe, I will be a little more particular in ex- 
amining what firſt comes in my Way, than what he 
ſays, do's upon its own Account deſerve, 
I have not obſerved any Thing, that ſhould come 
under my Confideration before P. 33. And therefore 


n 


* 

f 

7 * 
. — 
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, | | 
> 6550 ; * 
v, there I ſhall, begin. And thus he there diſcourſes: 
fl NMI. P. hond fain haue an Explication of the Word Perſon, 
K. angt and in the Artiele; I N eee 
al Aufi an Explication of it, as alſo of the Word. Being, as 
hay "they ſtaud in bis Anſwer. This is a Specimen. of the 


could not content himſelf with talking, inpertinensly 
once; we have muth of this repeated again in the next 
Page. I have good Reaſon to call Vis talking im- 
pextinently: For 'tis manifeſt, that Mr. P. uſes theſe 
Forms in the common. Acceptation of them, and not 
in any myſterious Senſe; and ſo there could be no 
need of his Calling for aff Explication. And beſides, 
be had by giving an Explication, cut off all occaſion 
for ſuch a Demand, unleſs Mr. E. thinks every Thing 
to be a proper Occaſion for him to ſhew his Talent in 
multiplying Words. Let but the Reader obſerve this 


ſer, 5. 18. My Motion was to have an Explication 
© of that Word 1A n] as it ſtands in the Article, in 
*t which, if I under 5778 right, the three Perſons are 
made to be one and the ſame Subſtance, or Bang. I grant 
they are every where ſpoken of, as ſo many diſtin& 
©: Perſons, that is in my Notion, three dzſtindt intelligent 


gent Being.” Could any one, beſides ſuch a verboſe 
Writer, be at a Loſs after this for the Author's Mean-* 
ing? Is not a Perſon here defined, to be a diftin& in- 
telligent Being? ls it not evident, that he means by 
" Being, à Subſtance. NT e at We Ng 
But let him go on: If by [Perſons] be means (as 1 
ſuppoſe be mut) that they are three diſtin8, ſeparate, diviced 
Beings, ar "different from one another, as Infinite and Finite 
can be: $ T ſay, the Scripture never ſpeaks of them as ſuch. 
What needed Mr. E. to amuſe his Reader here with a 
Sußppoſition, when his Adverſary' had afſerted, they 
were three 'diſtinf intelligent Beings? And to what pur- 
"poſe, befide his conſtant "Dag he add to diftinf, 
the Words ſeparate and divided? Is not every diſtin Be- 
ing, confider'd as ſuch, a ſeparate and dipided one? Nor 
is it to the Purpoſe,” to bring in the DifinQtion of In- 
finite and Finite. The general Notion of à Perſon, has 
nothing to do with it. „And the firſt Queſtion in our 
"Controverſy, is, Whether they are e. 
W igen 


* 


. 


Way of Writing we are to expect; and as tho he 


'Paſſage in the 8 Page Mr. E. is anſwering, Au- 


© Beings, but never as. altogether making one intelli- 


* 


* 


| * 
*S 0 z 5 : 
ligetit Being $2 And when that is ſettled; the Proper 
ries belonging to them reſpectivel ly; 
quired into. 88 I mean, abſolut 
ono Being can 4 that is not Se 
acknowt Hut one ſuch; and that is the one God 
and whohets, we ſhallſee hereafter. I delice een 
whether the — ture do's not conſt nftantly {p 8 
Father, Son, '*þd oy as three diftin& Jens 
and whether there is ſo thuth as one Place, hence it 
ran be argued, they are Three diſſinct Prion that 


Beings. Let Mr. E. give a, clear Anſwer to this. 
' Accordiny to me, the Leriptur- Heat of the Father, & 
ited Holy Ghoſt, as "Three that * are Ky and. att 4 boos 
gently ; je # veal Exiſtence in the ſame, undlvided.! Nature, 
| efe are Words, which convey no Senſe 
26: Ih err te ge Sprue {peaks of ther 4 4 , 1 


| muſt be Three, 185 are Beings, or not Boings : Not 
a 16 it poſſible, even for Mr. E, to cgnceiye; Aa ledium 


| Confidetatfyn, tb make the Three to be not Bei ; s 
ND, Atheiſt;' ficehe makes the one God to conſiſt 
Three and en the other Hand, to make them Fre 
"miſt be in him Tritheiim, fince he hol ds each 
of the Fhtes fo de lofidite: Farther, tis a Demon- 
ſtratfon, that if they are Three - that are Aud, and aft 
#n+-lfigently, they muſt be Three diſtinct Keings , for 
every diſtinet Agent is à diſtinẽt Being. And if they 
have each a real Exiſtence or Being,. in the ſame, Nature, or 
Fa then that Nature, or -Efence cannot be xudivi- 
This is properly Jargon, unleſs our Authot can 
2 — NT What he means by it. Tes H appre- 
-(# e in the 1 [ Form, 46 alſo i in 
„ 2s ion, ' 4 ' there! is not in ei- 
8 + ther of chen, the leaft Ming of the ſame, undivided 
Pn or Eſletre. in which they have a real Exi- 
e 


4 mer Modus oy wy Rationis, that hath no; Exiſtence, bat 


i | Notion of 506 ton by this? M Fr vice of 
755 what ybu did not, but wh by a 
Tf You you "ate that * 1 5 / 2 A 

i 


s. 


and Pee Fo TE 
exten. ** 


will not as Hronyly prove them to be Three diſtinet 


deſire to how what is t 5 to Three... ey 


theſe Two. This geſerves his molt ferious 


I don't look p07 a Perſon” to ** « meer Names Quality; | 
in r . What are 3 1 nearer to the 
di 


ro + rn oy. Ww lbs t 1, 


"Ga. 


all, be Intreated 3 once to tell what 74,9 And ſince 
Th er 4 , of a B . 

indo mg, that a De a Modus, tell me a 
0 


yau- car avoid making them three Bein — 


Wee, 4 that great and excellent Perſon think 
Words T. 1 cw Or mine oun, becauſt 1 
better Judgment and Reputationg Pur your Uſe of 
them, you made them in Effect de Vin, and are 
bound to give a ſenſible and ratio 7 of them, 
whieh tis yay you _— able 05 mi * 

Mr. P. fays, be is nor at all the wiſer for w 4. 
And how Wald he, when he A underffand . f 
and 21 do not give an intelligible Explication of his 
W. 8. « » Wes 

I ſay the very ſame with Reſpeft-to bis Meaptyſal } ar- 

5 De Bſtniikls and ideals. I dare 

. "Mes Fe never e Reel you Fei Pe the „r, 
but only the more puzzled'and confounded with what 
he aid He knew the Thing could not be anſwer'd, 
The'Readerrmrft now, tat y you from the Archbiſhop 
defin d the three Perſons to be three Differences. Upon this 
he urged you with an Argument from a common Diſtin- 


con in Pxgic and ſhewed you; that this Definition could 
not be tiene, ſince if a Perſon was a Differeyce, it muſt} 


be either an accidental or eſſential Dr rence, there 
being no other ſört of Difference: But it could be. 
neither one nor other.” Te _ _ to . 
no Reply, 121 think to come off 5 N 
fical: E © ou ſeem not to u © Wor 
Jargon, un is Sly uſed for hard ri: c carry 
no Senſe in them, ſuch as we met with a little before., 
Beſides that Diſtinction — * more 2 to Lo- 
e which”tis Pity you have rgot; it might 
fel you to reaſon a little better. 
peculiar Averſiou to. alt. 


The' #ebbyſſotr, tis known, bad's 
Divinity, I think” he was much 


neh Colweb, 

10 the e 
certainly was. never ſyun finer by the Schoolmen in any 
Point; tha that of the. Trinity. And without doubr, 
the Archbiſhop would have ſhewn his Averfion.to lack 
Divinity on this Occaſion if he had had Himſelf clear, 
Notions of the Doctrine he was of. But 12 
us ſee : how yon help him out: A cher fore thar be » meant, 
e * har ara, at of Three that 


. 


inſt Cobweb Divinity, which 


_ _ 4 
* * oy — 7 * 
4 ; 
L 32 
* 


72 . 


$ * 


3 


Vm it ſelf. The. 


\ * af 
('8 EN! * * 


differ: He derb nos ſay how, that be chought, tis likely, too 
bold to deter mine: But that which he ſays, is that. every one 


is God, and very one diſtin, ſo that the Perſon of one is not 


the Perſon of another; and pet that all Three are hut one 


Ged. And is not this Cobweb fine ſpun Divinity? And 


have you not finely belpgd the Archbiſhop? The Serip- 


ture ſpatze of Three that aiffer: Three what? Muſt ,it not 


be three Perſons, that is according to you three, Diffe- 
rences; And would it not be ſtrange, if the three Dif- 
ferences did not differ? And. twould be ſtrange, if 
he had told how. they differ, if they are all one Being, 


and not diſtinct Parts of it. And if every one, is God, 


and every one diſtin, how can it be avoided, that they 
muſt be Three diftiit Gods? Fans, ef 


* 
. „ : 


| And 'tis as thus int, and yet ont, that they ere ſpoken 


1 


in the colleFfive Senſe of. the. {ſſembly, . That is, they 
Ti 


: 


e ſpoken of as diſtinct, and not diſtin, . The Terms 
Faiheß, Son, and Haly Ghoſt dont in tbhemſelves, any more 
than in Scripture: Language, import, that they are only three 
187272 Dare Unqueſtionably they. do not: 

nd yet if they are all Three, one Being, this cannot 
be avoided. Nor were | %%  underftood by + 422.0948 of 
ibe Subſcribers, that I know, of... They were amderſtood! by 
them, I apprebend, as the Scriptures underſtood them, as Three 


Teal diſtin P erſons And Je, the P mpoſition can t 2 


bly be inconſiſtent 2pith the Dattrine of the Scriptures, unleſs. the 
ſame Thing, is inconſiſtent with it ſelſ. If they were, un- 


| der ſtgod by them as Three real diſtinct P erſons, they 


mult have affixed ſome meaning to the Ward ,,Perſons, 
which tis evident one of them, even Mr, E. himſelf, 
had not. And the. Propoſition d plainly: icaniiene 
both with it ſelf, and, with the; Doctrine of the Serip- 


tures. . I may hope, baving thus gratified Mr. P. that 


will one Time er other, gratify. me with the. Expliegtian. of bis 


| 770 of the Word Perſon, as apply'd ta Father, Son, and 
Hoh 


Ghoſt; ſeeing be fon be bas. no Objelfion againſt the 

eader now. ſees, what Mr. E's 
Management is, while he thus multiplies Words; he 
is amuſed, as tho Mr. P. ſtudiouſly avoided explain- 
ing himſelf, tho be has done it in the very Place his 
Adverſary is conſidering, as fully as Words can do it; 


and as tho“ Mr. E. had with all the Fend — 
Clearveſs in the World en himſelf; and yet 


one upon reading attentively what he ſays, can gue $ 


* 


\ 


Oo * 


0" N 

8 C9) 

whit Notion he hay of a Perſon, nof do I believe he 
a cg at all. So many Words has he laviſh'd away 
to no Purpoſe, unleſs it be to deceive the incautious 
Reader, which, whether it be owing to a want of 
Senſe or . +I ſhall not determine, they are 
both of them bad Qualities in a Writer, I was willing 
to go over the firſt Paſſage; that cane in my Wa 
thus diſtinctly; that the Reader may be ſenſible © 
the ſtrange Way in which he writes, tho' as to an 
Thing contain'd in it, a few Lines might have fu: 
ced for an Anſwer. Should [ dwell upon every Paſ- 
ſage in like manner, we muft preſently commence 
Authors in Folio : For I ſee Mr. E. is incorrigible, and 
twithſtanding the friendly Warnings he had given 
bim, cannot but go on in it. And he has really gi- 
ven me a clear Illuſtration of the old Latin Phraſe, 
and from his Practice I am ſatisfied, why Verba dare 
fignifies to deceive. For the future, I will conſult my 
own, and the Reader's Eaſe; by picking out the beſt I 
can from his vaſt bGp; e oo oor TE WR 
Mr. P. calls the Son and Spirit Divine 2 Mt. 
E. who uſes to put puzzling Queſtions, deſires to be in- 
fem d, Whether they have one true and proper Divinity. 
Doubtleſs they have each his own -peculiar. | And : 
0 2 his farther Curiofity, they are Divine 15 


to 

Perſons of a different ſort from Magiſtrates; I think 
we uſe the Word Divine, to fignify any Thing that 
has a peculiar Relation to God. Thus 2 Pet. i. 4. VW. 
read that Chriſtians are made Partakers of a (not the a 
in our Tranſlation, the Artiele in the Gra being o- 
Arn Divine Nature. Thus in the LXX. we read 


«19, ] 


| 1. That the flrange Woman forgoterd Naben, 
delay, that is, the Marriage Covenant which God has 
appointed. Job xxvii. 3. The Hirn of God, aii baiov; 
that is, the Divine 2 is in my Noſtrils, 80 Job 
xxXiii. 4. Tlisdh $6761, The Divine Wirit harh made me: 
Which I hope will juſtify him in calling him Divine. 
See alſo Exod. xxxiii. 3. & xxxv. 31. He calls them 4/7 
therefore Divine Perſons, upon the Account of theit 
ſpecial and extraordinary Relation to God. And. 
whereas Magiftrates are called Gd, upon the Account . 
of their Office, I do not think, that Chrift is call 
- {Þ meerly upon that Account, but becauſe of the tran-2- ' # 
{tendetit Excellency of his — above all — 
At 


* 


6209 
„But Infinite perfection. as I ſaid before, ie 
angels, BY 2 him Who alone is Self.exiſtent, this 


Father, in F u and in conſining this Prope erty to the 
Father by Ih 2 1 chbi hop Tilotſsn"s Au rity fend 
go.as far to defend. me, as it could” before to 


my Adverſary. 
enext Paige, which 1 ink ay deſerve to have 
FO Notice taken of it, Ant ere he would 
ſhew the Reaſon, they IncF5 to think their Doffrine 4 


the Trinity; 5 lain rewaled in the Scr Tis 
74 722 he : LY 1 W ords 1 Es the Farber 
tb; | 


Te 18 42 — * 1 1. fo where he js 


Eos r it ſhould. . e render 4 * 


£ ” ale God, the e Ir as ; well be, as 
called fo in the Fans 


775 72 405 in . in # may Winds, wy 0 ; 
made. the Heayens, and the Earth; aud wha. che Elohi im 
(which it Plural Word) or God here is, we are more park: 

told in other Places, viz. in thoſe wherg tis d, that 
the World as made by the Father, the Word, an wy 

If Mr. E. bad a Mind to build upon the Word 
Elohia's being Plural, he had a fair Opportunity to 
have done it, by pin. Wi what I have ſaid of it 
under the VI. Prop tion : Which ſhews plain Ae 
| nq;$treſs.can be laid upon it. And if its being Plural 
when ſpoken of God, muſt denote that Cod is not # 
ſingle Perſon; I defire to know, whether it muſt not 
-denote the ſame, When ſpoken of Moſes,” and of Chriſt, 
* 6. [ cap' t here but obſerve, e Riv in 

his 


+; 0-256 $- VE. o5- of. yy 0 © OL Om hy 15 FER UB 97 O'S - OE es OW. 


"MI TY; AT I. wv. 1-97, 


*: 


_ 

bis Exercititivns oh Gen, p. 6. Thejve ar large, that 
o Seteſe in to de laid upon this, and brings the Te. 
{timonies of both Papiſts'and Proteſtants againſt it. R- 


FOE the latter, he reckons Peep Murtyr, Mercer, Dru- 


s, and Calvin. The laſt of thefe cautions Men a- 


Fel this Argument, as runnipg into Sabellianſm: 


ell, but God made the World; and the Father, 
S6h, and Holy Ghoft nude the World, therefore they 
ite that God that made the World. WII Mr. E. at 
ways allow this way of Arguing? Let us try. We 
read, Gm. xix. 24, 23. Then the Lord (Jehovah) rained 
uþ0u Sodom and Gomorrah Brinſtone aud Fire from the 
754 dut of Heaven. And he (Jehovah) overthrew thaſe 
Cities, and all the Plain, and all thi Tnbubitants of the Cities, 
and that uhich Fro pon the Ground, Compate verſe 14. 
He then that deſtroyed Sodom and Gomorrab, was tbb- 
vah,- But the two Angels that went to Lor ſay expref. 


"ly, ver. 13. WE will deftroy this Place; becauſe the cry of 


tem is waxen great bifore the Lord, and the Lord hath ſeit 


US to dgftroy it. If we take Mr. E's Way of arguing, 
thefe two Angels muſt be Jehovab ; whereas ceftain 
the moſt natural and eaſy Way is to ſay, God deſtroy- 
ed it by thoſe two Angels whom he ſent for that Pur- 
poſe. And juſt in like manner, God created the World, 


and Chrift created the World, and therefore God cre- 


ated the World by him. | 

His next Argument he may ſee anfwer'd, Plain Chri- 
flianity defended, Part 3. p. 42. _ 83 

He thinks his is 4 Seriprure Inference, becauſe he can't 
give up thar Text, 1 John v. 7. are Three that bare 
Record, &c. , I am waiting for an Anſwer to Mr. En. 
lys ; (and let me here add, left I ſhould forget it, 
when come to ſpeak of this Text elſewhere, that it 
was left out by Luther in his Tranſlation, as we are in- 
formed by Leuſden, in his Philol. Hebreo-Greco, p. 36. 
See alſo Klais de Synod. I. 2. c. 4. p. 135. Aud I 
have feen one of our moſt Ancient Engliſh Tranflati- 
ons, and 1 am inform'd, that Mr. Haller Junior, has 
ſack an ore by him, wherein that Verle, and the 
Words is Earth are ſet down in a differenr Character 
with this Marginal Note: This that is printed in o- 
© ther Characters (after the Judgment of Eraſmus in 
© his Annotations). be not the Words of Jobs, the Wri- 


- 
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$ ter of this Epiſtle, but * to be put in of ſome 
8 1 | 


other.“) 
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other.“) And till that comes, I muſt be forced to 
ive it up. He ſays: Theſe Three are one, not one Per- 
on; for then they could not be Three Witneſſes. And for 
the ſame Reaſon, ſay I, not one Being. One Perſon 
may as well be three Witneſſes, as one Being. And 
if they are diſtinguiſbed like the three Witneſſes on Earth, the 
Spirit, the Water, and the Blopd; they muſt in my Ap- 
prehenfion be three diſtin Beings, and nor one fin- 
gle Being, He is reſplved not to part with his Con- 
cluſion, whether:there be any Thing in the Premiſes, 
or no, to lupport it, and therefore he adds ; However 
ſtill but one God, for which Reaſon, their Teſtimony is juſily 
ſtiled the Witneſs of God, v. 9. And is it not ſurprizing, 
that he ſhould lay any Streſs upon this? Who is that 
God whoſe Witneſs is there ſpoken of? Is it not the 
1 any one read the whole Verſe, and judge: 
If ue receive the Witneſs of Men, the Witneſs of God is great- 
er; for this is the Witneſs of God, which be bath teſtified of his 
Fon. And is Chriſt the Son of the Father, Word and 
Spirit, that they ſhould all be the God whoſe Witneſs 
1s ſpoken of? "Tis a ftrange thing to me, that Men 
ſhould have any Difficulty of accounting the Witneſs 
of the Spirit to be the Witneſs of God fince 'tis ſo 
plain that God bears Witneſs by him, Heb. ii. 4. God 
alſo bearing them Witneſs, both with Signs and Wonders, and 
with divers Miracles, and Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, accordinj 
to bis Will. What Mr. E. here adds, that his Trick 
bath as good a Foundation in Scripture, as Mr. P's Creed, 
ſhews, that he hath not too [mall a Degree of Confi- 
dence: Nor ſhall I wonder, if Mr. P. calls this 4 
- looſe Way of Talking, - 5 
I I ſhall wave what he ſays of the baptiſmal Form, 
þ. 58. becauſe he treats of it more largely in another 
Place. Iccme to his Argument from Chriſt's Name 
Emmanuel. Mr. P. had faid, Anſw. p. 38. This 
* do's not proye, that Chriſt is one God with the Fa- 
* ther, unleſs the Name Jehovab Niff proves the Altar 
to be ſo, Exod, xvii. 15.” Mr. E. calls this a poor S- 
cinian Evaſion ; But he is miſtaken, for tis no Evaſion 
at all, but agreeable to the common meaning of gi- 
ving Names among the Hebrews, which had frequently 
the Name of God inſerted into them, They were a 
ſort of Motto g, as Mr. E. himſelf ſeems afterwards to 
explain them. Thus Jebovah- Sbalem, Judg. vi. 24. 1 
rr RR ctatiat-/ ** 
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to the Name given to another Altar; and. Jxhovab- Ireb, 
B is the Name of a Place, Gen. xxii. 14. and ſo Jhovab- 
or Shammab, Ezek. xlviii. 35. 80 Iſaiah fignifies, the Sal- 
on vation of the Lord. I might mention Hezekiab,- Jerems- 
ad ab, Daniel, and abundance more, in none of which is 
the eant, that the Perſons or Things that had God's 
p- 1 inſerted in theirs, were the Supreme God. 
in- And I cannot imagine, why the Name Emmanuel ma 
on- not in like manner be underſtood, God with us, as God 
es, was more eſpecially with him, and by him with us. 
ver Is there any Thing in this, diſagreeable to the Na- 
iy ure of Hebrew Names? Will Mr. E. reflect upon our 
g. ranſlators, as he do's upon Mr. P. for rendering 
"at that Place, Jerem. xxiii. 16. And this is the Name, where. 
he with ſbe [ Jeruſalem} ſpall be called, The Lord our Righte- 
es ouſneſs? If Mr. E. is fond of Junius and Tremelius's 
at- Tranſlation of Jebovah Niff, which is moſt properly 
bis an Evaſion ; is it not eaſy for him to help out Mr. P's 
nd Tranſlation in like manner: Emmanuel, that is, the 
eſs Son of him who is God with us? Or if he fixes upon 
en his other Way, and makes Jehovah Niff a figurative Ex- 
eſs reffion; may npt My. P. ſay the ſame of Emmanuel? 
ſo Mr p. made no Compariſon between Chriſt, and any 
2 Altar; all that he infifted on, was, that the giving 
nd this Name did not at all imply, that he was God; 
in but that the God with us might properly, as in the like 
ic Names, be underſtood of the Father. 
ed, He next urges, Rom. ix. 5. Who is over all God bleſſed 
fi- for ever. Mr. P. leaves it in Doubt, as became a mo- 
4 deſt Man, whether this Paſſage is to be apply'd to 
0 Chriſt; but however anſwers the Objections of his 
m, Adverſary upon the Suppoſition, that it is ſpoken of * 
er him. I do not think, that he thought it harſh to un- 
me derſtand this as an ure. and grateful Exclamation 
his for the Bleſſings conferr'd on the Jews. Mr. P. quoted 
Da- Mr. Robinſon, who ſays, That the Mediator, nay the 
tar © very Man Chriſt Jeſus, might have upon this Ae- 
S- count ee is, his Commiſſion from God] and yer 
on * haps often has this Name put upon him? He then 
i- added : © And can it be firange, that he ſhould, as ＋ 
ly * ſuch [as Mediator, and acting by a Commiſſion from 7 
a God] * have this. Title given him of God [I had ra- 4% 7 
to ther he had ſaid, 4 God, the Article being here left 


put] erer eil ro diftnguilh kjm from thoſe, who, 


07 
act by a more limited Commiſſion, fince we know, 
« that all Things are, and' by whom they ate, pur 
under him? Mr. E. leaves out here, as ſuch, and 
then rans on to palm it upon Mr. P. that he owns 
Chriſt only à Tiruſur God, or God by Office. But for 
ought I ſee he is miſtaken: For Mr. P. ſuppoſes him 
here to have this Title given him as Mediator; and 
therefore, tho he may think him called God here 
meerly upon the Account of his Office; he may, for 
ought Mr. E. can tell, think, he is elſewhere called 
ſo upon another Account. Mr. E. do's afterwards en- 
deavour to prove, that this is not to be underſtood of 
him as Mediator: But his Argument is not conclu- 
five. Tis granted, when the Apoſtle ſays, that 
Chriſt came of the Jes as concerning the Fleſh, he inti- 
mates, that he had a higher Nature than that of 


Fleſh : But it by no Means follows, that he is upon 


the Account of that higher Nature, here called a God 
over all. Had he defign'd this, he would in all Pro- 
bability have ſpecified that Nature he f 

Chap. i. 3, 4. comp. 1 Per. iii. 18. To fay, that tis ac- 
cording to that Nature, he is called a God over all, is 
to beg the Queſtion, there being no Evidence from his 
Diſcourſe that he do's not ſpeak of Chrift as come in the 
Fleſh, and as Mediator, under this Title. And what 
is there here, but what wr be accounted for, in him, 
thus conſider'd, from other Places of Scripture? That 
he may, as Map, and Mediator, be callet'a God, Mr. 
Robinſon do's allow: That he is not ſuch a God as An. 
gels, and Magiſtrates, acting with areftrained and limit- 


ted Commiſſion ; but as Mediator has all 3 put 


under him, and is made Lord of all by the Father, 
is agreeable enough to other Places of Scripture. See 
Anf ii. 36. Rom: xiv. 9. 1 Cor. xv. 27, 28. Eph. i. 20, 
21, 22. Phil. ii. 9. Col. i. 18, 19. . 

Mr. E. urges, that Hedge rue, among the' Hea- 
then Philoſophers, was their common Periphraſis for the Su. 
preme God. That vets ed c, may ſi gniſie the Su. 
preme God, I grant, as alſo that 5 Sig z dera, can 
fignify no other, and had the Text we are conſider- 
ing, run thus, 5 @y 6 i Terrey debe, it muſt hate un- 


doubredly meant the Father: But fince it is manifeſt, 


the Scriptures never ſpeak of Chriſt in ſuch a manner, 


there is room for the DiflinRtion which is here uſed. © 


An 
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An eaſy. Account may be giyen for the Difference be- 
tween the Style of the Heathen Philoſophers, and the 
facred Writers, in this Reſpect: Since they who held 
one Supreme God, had generally no Notion of any 
one particular Being, ro whom the Supreme God 
committed the Government of all Things; tho* the 
Platonifis among them ſeem to have come nearer to 
the Scripture Notion, gy the w, 
who was much addicted to their Philoſophy, has 
Pafſiges to the ſame Purpoſe, Nor is the bare Ap- 

lication of this Expreſſion to the Father, in ancient 

imes fo much triumph'd in, as their denying, that it 

roperl r e to the Son, or their nying the 
Fon to be 25 iT 
ol Gebr.) And if it appear from other Places, that 
Chriſt's — to be over all, is founded; upon the 
Father's Gift; it muſt thence r, that the Father 
himſelf muſt be excepted, and eſpecially,” 2 is 
repreſented to us, as the Head of Chrift. Pi 


veral- Subjects, when the Cireumſtantes of them, 
ſhall. ſhew it necefſaty to alfow' for à Difference in 
the ANON of it. Thus Job ſpeaks' of God, Job 
ix. 12. Who will ſay anto him, What deft thun? Imply- 
ing, that there is none chat are able to call him to an 
Actount ; and the reflion taken thus abſolutely, 
can belong to none but God. And yet we find the 
ſame Expreſſion uſed concerning a King, Zeel. viii. 4. 
Who will. ſay unto him, M har doſt thow ? Nor is there any 
RE in ' po noe epting bo ' Jol, tis 
WR , and in Erccigſiaſter Y Y And yet there 
is one that can, and will call Ki to e. IA 
ought to be a general Rule in ex 


ainin 
ſacred, and prophane, that their — 
underſtood agreeably to the Nature, and 
the Subjects they treat of; and without this an E 
preſſion that is to be underſtood in a limitted Senſe, 
may be eaffly ſtrained to an abſolute and general ond. 
Thus 33 fays, Gen. xxxix. 9. There is neue 
greater in this — than I, he muſt be underflood to 
ſpeak of himfelf in the Quality of a Servant; other 
wiſe his general Expreſftot could only be properly 
uſed by his Mafter. And thus here to be over. all, 


all Authors,” 


ualit 


muſt ſignifie ſomewhat very different when N of 


dvr (or which is the ſame int 7g. - 


| s plain, 
that the ſame Expreffion may be uſed 3 e- | 


— 
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him, who by original and underived Right is abſs: 
lutely over all; and when ſpoken of him, who has a 
Right. by. Commiſſion and Grant from ſuch an one; 
2 ſuch an one, Icake the Expreſſion here to be 
. 2 ſpoken of Chriſt) it relating to him as Me- 

diator. | 


- - 


Concerning the Uſe of the Word, zes, ſee 
Plain Conſt. »d. Part III. f. 35. To which I ſhall 
only add one Thing, and that is the Reaſon why, as | 

I conceiye,. this Expreſſion is uſed concerning Chriſt, | 
That he is bleſſed for ever. I think then, that as the 
Writers of the New Teſtament had the Books of the 
Old in view, ſo they often, and eſpecially in ſpeak 
ing of Chriſt, take theſe Expreſſions from thence; ſo 
it ſeems plain to me, that the Apoſtle had here an 

_ Eye to. What is unqueſtionably ſaid of Chriſt, Pſalm 

. xlv..2. Thou, art fairer than the Children of Men: Grace is 
poured into thy * : THEREFORE bath bleſſed thee 
for ever. And if this be the Reaſon of the Apoſtle's 


- 


preſſion concerning Chriſt, it is clear, that Chriſt | 
- muſt_be ſpoken of by him as Mediator; which then 
ſpoils the Argument from this Text. And certainly a 
_ vaſt Difference is to be made between the being bleſ- 
| fed for ever, when it flows from the eſſential Perfe- 
_ ions of God, and when it is the Reſult of his ma- 

| king a Perſon ſo blefled: _ . 
85 Me. E. quoted Iſa. ix. 6. Mr. P. apprehending; 
| That the only Things he, referr'd to by way of Argu- 
ment, were his being called The mighty God, The everla- 
ing Father, ſhewed how the Words: ſhould be ren- 
by dred, which takes off the Force of any Argument 
brought from thoſe Titles, and quoted Mr. Gataker 
for that Rendering. Mr. E. is ſtran ely tranſported 
on this Occaſion, and treats Mr. P. N without the 
leaſt Cauſe, that I can ſee, with the utmoſt Inſult and 
Indecency. But of that let him ſpeak for himſelf. 
1 ſhall only ſay, that what Mr. P. appealed to Mr. 


4 


. * Gataker for, is exactly found in him. But Mr. E. en- 


+ © 


©  deavours by Mr. Gataker's Opinion to confirm his Ar- 
gument; and fo far I ſhall confider = 8 5 ſays. 
_ He firſt brings in his Author deſcanting the Ti- 
tile dnderful: But as there is nothing in be Text to 
ſhew, that this relates to the wonder of Mr. Z's No- 
tien; and there is enough in him; that is ceatly dr 


(E7D] bs 
derful to every attentive Mind, without uch. an WY 
furdity, there can nothing be inferr'd from — 
Howe ver, that I may ſhew bim, there is nothing in 
this Argument, I defire him to take Notice, K. 
Angel Who appear d to Manoah, fpeaks of him ic 10 
the fame her, 11 Judg. xiii. 18. Aud the Auge ef ale 
Lots faid unto him, A askeft thou thus after my (Name, 
ſreing it is Secret, ** argin renders it Wondeyfal,. _ 
40 4. o's the LEXX. the Bauch, and Hallan Vet 
And tho' the Word here Win. or as the Nen 
is a little different from that in Ifaiab RY; tie fun- 
ueſtionably of the ſame Signifieation. -1f than the 
Title in one Place, argues t the Perion whoſe Name 
this is, to be the Supreme God, it muft in che dther 
. Which Mr. E. cannot, I think, allow, OE 
at this Avgel fa $, ver. 16, F thon with 2 
offering, thou muſt ofer it to the Lerd. But 
1s bere brought in again, a jo the te ke 
tles into one, and e t thus, « Wonder & 
Counſellor, which is contrar = i! the Tranſtatibin 1 
mention'd before, e . which ge bin 
only the Title of r Co .. Deb 
Reaſon for Mr. Gat —4 bes termg if be at 
lowed, it can fignify nothing to yy let 131.85 
ſed, that the can be no wonderful CounfeHorbe- 
Rae God himſelf, who muſt de allowed 16: be trams 
ſcendently above al gther 'CounfeHors, Mu HA mh 
rder the morę decently to abuſe Mr. H. falſly 5 8. 
Fonts Mr. Gataker, who do's not ſay the Words 
render d the God: But Res; Reaſon, 2 
oyght to be render a mighty ad. 0 
Mr. E. do's you deny, he f uſtneſs of r 
other Title; The Ruther of bot ty," of aw 
be called ſq partly on 2 Aceount, that 
Author of . n And K de ho the 
ed fo in that Place, partly on Way Saban = 
can he be able ty rov ivy cilted' fo n any oy 
ther ?, He fays : Tit certain, car is the fame ord, vin 
„ here, 2 ien. 15. White b Mord is 70 le ud 
on oy is tray Real. But vis ds certain, that the 
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got he m —— [4 only; when it 

eto os . , Bur 1 paſo {Sq 
Ty x. 4. Ft bon wor 15 ä Nov fm 
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Mm ny Nimes is uſed, OE z friſt and pirepee 


ternity. Nor indeed, is l Neceſſity of Un- 
derſtanding the Word, to ſignify the abſolute Eterni- 
ty of God, in the Place he refers to in Iſaiab; for the 
Dekgni of the Expreſſion ſeems to me, to be to aſ- 
ſure them of his fulfilling his Promiſes, which 
he could not fail to be able to do, fince he was the 
immortal God, who ſhould never fail to be. But 
however, I will not contend, if any one thinks it re- 
ſers to what Mr. E. ſays; the Thing it ſelf being 
undoubtedly true. LY 4 
Mr. E. 2 70. comes to treat of his Argument from 
the haptiſmal Form, upon which he is very prolix, 
ſaying a very little in a great deal of Room. What 
I think at all material, I ſhall take Notice of as 
briefly as I can. I only remark here in general, what 
ought to be of great Weight with every truly ſerious, 
2 Chtiſtian Reader; that theſe Men, u ho pretend 
to be ſd poſitive / about their Doctrine, never bring ſo 
much as one expreſs and poſitive Aſſertion of it from 
the Bible. They never tell us where it is ſaid, that 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. are the one God: 
But they confound their Readers with the vain Con- 
equences they pretend to draw. But if their Aſſer- 
7 were; as they boaſi, a primary Article of the Chri- 
nan 


Faith, and moſt neceſſary to be believed, we 
ft certainly have had it aſſerted plainly and direQ- 
h many Places. The Patrons of it are forced to 
etend, tis a' Myſtery, and they have no other Way 
to anſwer thoſe that object againſt, it, that it ſeems to 
claſh with one main Principle both of natural and re- 
vealed Religion. If the Inconſiſtence be only ſeem- 
ing; yet A muſt grant the Difficulty is ſo exceed- 
ing great, chat the moſt expreſs and poſitive Declara- 
tion muſt be abſelutely neceſſary in Order to our be- 
ing bound to believe it. Andi is it poſliffle, that ſuch ' 
an expreſs Declaration, of the Doctrine ſhould be ne- 
ceffary Land that yet we ſhould never have ſo much 
as one ſuch Declaration in all the Bible? Nay, if God 
defign'd-this.as a primary and; moſt neceflary Article 
of thei Chriſtian Faith, can it he thought conſiſtent 
wich hit Wiſdom and Goodneſs; that in ſo many 
Places of the New Teſtament, where the one God i 
ken aß -;t-ſhould.. be expreſly declared, that he's 
Father anly, or that he ſhould be Ipoken of in 
© NG 514 & |  Contra- 
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Contradiſtinction to Chriſt? We find, that the Jewiſo' 
Converts were much diſturb'd at the neglect of Cur-: 
cumciſion, and the reſt of the Ceremonial Law, and 
what Trouble they gave the Apoſtles on this Score, 
as may be ſeen by a great Part of St. Pax['s Epifiles, 
which is taken up in anſwering ſuch Obje&ions: And 
can we think, that if this had been the Apoſtles Do- 
arine, they would not have found a much greater 
Difficulty in it, and made many more ObjeCtions ? 
And ſhould we not then have had a much greater 
Part of their Epiſtles ſpent in clearing it? And yet 
every one muſt be ſenſible, we meet with nothing 
like this. | 320149 T4444 ITOIES 
To come now to Mr. Z's Argument from the bap- 
tiſmal F on * deſires Mr. P. p. 71. to anſwers 
in derber iſm (if rightly qualified for that Soleniwity 
ave are 2. 4 Biſbop 1 A from 4 State of 
Sin.and Wrath, into a State of Favour, and into the Rights 
of the Sons of God, and the Hopes of eternal Happineſs: This 
is granted. And whether theſe are nor Things of that Na- 
ture, that they can't be d, and aſſured to Men in any 
other Name, than that of the great and eternal God, By 
the Name of God, here muſt be underſtood his Autho. 
rity, and without that, ſuch Things can't be offer d 
and aſſured to Men: But ſuppoſing, that he has given 
Authority to another, to the Medlator, to grant theſe 
Things, they may then be offer'd and aſſured to us in 
his Name. But what is chiefly here to be conſidet d, 
is, that this is not the meaning of the Expreſſton in 
the baptiſmal Form. The Expreffion is not gave 
zy d orouarr, to baptize in the Name, but ig 1 ., 
into the Name; and there is no Wartant to underſtand 
that as ſignify ing to baptize by the Authority of ano - 
ther. I think, as Baptiſm was a Method of making 
Diſciples, Job» iv. t. and thereby Perſons took upon 
themſelves that Character, and came under n f 
lation; ſo the Expreſſions of baptizing into a Perſon, 
or into the Name of a Perſon, are never uſed, that I 
ean find, in any other Senſe. And ſo the intire Se | 
of this Expreflion in that Form, is, that a Perſon be- 
comes the Diſciple of Father, Son, and Holy Ghalt, 
and has the Name of each called _ him, as beto- 
| kening his ſpecial Relation to each Perſon. But ther 
as Baptiſm 18 a Divine Inſtitution, it carries in Fea 
$243 . 
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Mariner of cur. being r having all 


the Advantages. of, Juchia DiſcipleſhfÞ, if we are on 
dur Part ſincere in our conſenting to it. Nor, can it 
be thought abſurd, that Men ſhould by Baptiſm be 
made 0d Diſciples ; ſuch as are not the Supreme 
God, fince the Jus are ſaid t be baptized into Moſes, 
and Men nnn of John by his Bap- 
tiſm. I {ce no Reaſon, Why the Son, and Spirit, 
who flandd in ſo exalted, and near a Relation to the 
Supreme God, anf.by_whom all that Religion which 
Men are initiated into is taught, might not be; joyn 
with him; for hereby is ſpecified, as it were, the 
Nature of that Religlon, or Diſcipleſhip they are en- 
ter ii into. Can there be 2 greater Impropriety in 
fuppoſing Men, by one Rite made the Diſciples of 
the Sup God, and of his Son, than there was in 
Mens ing made by another Rite the Children, of 
God; and 

were by Circ 


e Children of Abrabam, as the Proſelytes 
Mr. E. tells us, what the Faith was the Apoſtles 

ere to inſiſt on in thoſe admitted to. Baptiſm, viz, 
That i: was the Faith . Thomas had, when he ſaid, My 
Lord, and my God, p. 72. Altho' this was not ſpoken 
with. Relation to Baptiſm; yet, no doubt, that Faith 
which Themas had, and Chriſt approved, ſhould: be 
the Faith of every, Chriſtian. ., But by what Evidence 
will he make it appear, that Thomas believed Chrift 
to'be Lord or God, in any other Senſe than we do? 


Let: ws.confider, what may reaſonably be ſuppoſed to 


have been his Senſe, according to his Circumſtances, 
The Diſciples, and among the reſt, Thomas, believed 
in the Time of our Saviour's Life, that he was the 

ramiled Meſſiah; his Death had grievouſly ſhocked 
1 22 aith, and cauſed them to give up their Hope, in- 


that they were e to give Credit 
0 erde his ReſurreQion, 


urr and Thomas ſeems to 
baue beęn mpre unbelieving than the reſt: But u 


pur Hawmour Ne and ſhewing him his Hands 


he cries out, My Lord, and my God. And 
t J ed, that he believed. Wbat then 


4 
* » 


} 


tle} My Lord; and as St. Peer argued with the Jour 
705 bi Reſurret᷑tion, that God had made him both 
Lord and Chriſt, Acts ii, 36. Nothing could be more 
proper, than for him, oo the Account of his Reſur- 
rection, and as the raiſed 


" («x ) 


Maff ab, to call him bis Lord, 
And in like manner, knowing the Haß was to be 2 4/7 


God, tho fuch a God, as had one to be his God, Fals 


xly. 6, J. he calls him bis Ged. How: can it be pro- 
ved, that he did not give him this Title, > Melia | 
tor, the Man Chridt Jeſus, raiſed frond the Dead ? Im 
whatever other Reipects he was God, yet. it catinot- 
be deny d, that he had at his Reſurrection ſuch a vaſt- 
Power and Authority delegated to him, that he might. 
well be tiled a God, even as he was Man upon the- 
Account of it. I had given a brief Hint of this under 
my VI: Propoſition, p. 1x,-;but it ſeems. it | was not 
material enough for him te take Notice of. There 
are two Things more that ſatisfy me, that Thimas did 
not believe Chriſt to be the Supreme God; the one 
is, that as he ſaw Chriſt, he had learnt from Chriſt 
himſelf in his Life Time, that the Sapreme:Gdd was 
inviſible, and never appear d in any Shape; and when 
our Saviour ſays, Becauſe thou baſt ſeen me," thou haſt be. 
lieved, ver. 29. he plainly ſhews, that the Faith he 
commended in him, could not be what Mr. E. pre- 
tends ; the other is the Account the Evangeliſt imme- 2 
diately ſubjoins of a true Goſpel Faith, ver, 3 t. B > 
theſe Things (and among the reſt, what he had juſt be- 4 
fore related concerning Thomass Faith) ate uritten, that. 
Je might believe. that Jeſus ix the Chriſt, the Son of G. The+ 
mas s Faith therefore was ſuch as I have accounted' for, 
a believing that Jeſus is the Chriſt, the Meſſiah ; and 
it could not be 2 believing him to be the Supreme 
Gods, unleſs, he believed him to be that God whoſe 
don he was. Icid: Sor I, fre Nr Lies 
The next Paragraph, which is rather preaching 
than, olid arguing, any one will eafily « thro. 
What he next adde, þ.. 74: that at Baptiſm there i 
Covenant, is agreeable enough ts what I have faid, we 
engage our ſelves to be the Diſciples of Father, Song! 
4 Holy Ghoſt, whereupon we are intitled to the 
Kune; we expeRt from them; according to the- 
Terms of God's Covenant: but that in Baptiſm, 46- 
un the, Thropzo be the ove living and true Gody F find nat 


_ .” 

Mr. P. alledg'd two Texts, to confirm his Inter, 
pretation of the Phraſe in the baptiſmal Form. Mr. 
E. begins wich the latter, x Cor, x. 2. Aud were ail bap- 
red: into Moſes; which Biſhop Burner expounds juſt 
according to Mr. P's Mind; They were made meet 
. © to be Moſes's Diſciples.“ 1 E. fays: Tt has no Re- 
ference, that I can ſee tb ony Bapriſm. _ Suppoſe it had not, 
yet it might ſerve to explain the baptiſmal Expreſſi- 
en But perhaps he may find, upon ſecond Thoughts, 
it has more Relation to it, than he was aire of 1 
think tis evident, thro” the whole Chapter, the Apo- 


ale in Uifwading the Corpitbians from a partaking of 


the idolatrous . Sacrifices' of their Neighbours. He 
feems to me, to have thro' the whole an Eye to ſome 
fible'Prerences, whereby he underſtood they en- 
eavour'd te excuſe themfelves. Particularly they 
ſeem to have alledg'd, as Mr. Locke ſays, That they 
© thought they might go to theſe Feaſts, without any 
« Offence to God, or Danger to themſelves; fince 
© they. were the People of God, purged from Sin by 


C Baptiſm, and fenced againſt it * partaking of the 


© Body. and Blood of Chriſt in the Lord's Supper.” 
This Plea he oyerthrows, by ſhewing that the Caſe 
of the 1fraelites was Juſt parallel to theirs, that the 
bad ſuch Sacraments among them which they partoo 


of, and yet falling into Idolatry, were grievouſſy = | 
TA. 


niſhed by God. Nothing can be fuller, than the 
rallel he makes concerning the Lord's Supper, ver. 3, 


4. They did all eat the L iritual Meat (that is, Meat 


that had the ſame ſpiritual Meaning with our Bread 
in the Lord's Supper, the Manna fignifying Chrift, 
and ſo in the next Paſſage) and did all drink of the ſame 


ſpiritual Drin : For they drank of that ſpiritual Rock that | 
followed them: Aud that Rock 2045 Chriſt. And as this Pa- 


rallel is very exact, I can't think the other concerning 


initiating'Sacraments is leſs ſo; and the Apoſtle takes | 


off the«Corinthrans Plea from-the Chriſtian Baptiſm, by 
minding them of the Severity of God againſt the ido- 
latrous Jſrazlites, who had been baptized, that is, had 
been ſolemnly: initiated into 'a Divine Religion, as 
well as themſelves. Unleſs he means thus, it will 
not be a pertinent Anſwer to their ſuppoſed” Plea, 
Thus therefore he diſcourſes: ; Brethren, 1 
wonld net haue you ignorant (as yet you ſeem wk 2 

* * | . +1272 + WREB 


0 | TY... * A mms oc. 4 W FE — 
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when you 4 for Impunity in your Idolatr 
* Rs er your By til! 10 . that all e 
uere under the Cloud, and þ+ ed thro” the Sea; and were 


all baptized into Moſes, in 'the oud, and in the $a 6 That 
Baptiſm is therefore conſider d. 28 ab Initiation, by the 
Apaſile ; ; the Admainiſitator 8 it is, I think, no other 
than God bimſelf; and if God himſelf tized Men 
into Meſes, that is, thus initiated them to be the 2 
ciples of 11 Why ſhould it be thou ght Wee 
that he ſhould appoint Men to be LION as 
Diſciples of his Son and Spi Fir, ? But I think the 155 
Thing Mr. P. brought it for is inconteſtable, cit. 
That to ba i into a Perſon, is to make him thar 
Perſon's, 1 
As to the AT er Text, Me. E. fi 7 nothing that 
can move a ſenßble Reader. The Tt ing I ke polite 
aims at, ig, to ſhew the Exil of their ferting” u Peer. 
ſons, as Heads of 757 Parties i in the C riſtian 
Church, and wing, 7 Paul, Cc. 1 . 1. 12. 
And in Order to ew OY vil of this, he expoſtu- 
lates with hems Was Paul cruri 4 for 171 (Did — 
die as your. Saviour, that 485 ould ſer him u 
your Head, to the neglect of your only Head and N 
ſter Chriſt 2) Or were you baptized i into the Name' of Paul? 
(Were, vou by Baptiſm made my Diſciples, as your 
etting me up as the Head of a Party, and' denoming- 
tivg your ſelves from me, would ſeem'to imply?) 7 
thank God,. I baptized none of you, * Criſpus an 19 9 8 
left an y ſoould ſay, that I bad baptized into my o Nam, 
(har 1% pretend I had been making Diſciptex br 
elf, 2 for Chrift, » by, that i initiating TInflitutic 
When Mr. E. puts into his Paraphraſe,” Thar there 16 
none but- 1 at Perſons Joould venture to bun as their 
Head, he alk beſides the Text, and begs the Thing | 
in ueſtion: We ma very lawfully own him to be 
= ead, whom God has given to, be Head over all Things 
to the Church; \ we may own him as our Head, fince he 
is the Head of er AG Max, altho” we'own, that he i is not 
abſolute and ſupreme Head himſelf, but has God to 
be Head over Him. 1 
It was ur rged, that there is 2 g of pal 
the born Sen). "Me, 4 0 ere mp. 
Fon, kg pode pets the Father ah 
| Jiftitutloy, on Who 1 eg 


L of ' 397 


, 

o 
bY X 

(| 
* 7 
* 

+ 
1 
1 
i | 
1 
14 
149 ; 
T1 

- 1 
* 
„ : 

19 
"28 

bt 

1 
#, 
£ [4 
7s | 7 
| , 
£ 
4 x 
1 
K 
3 
Wot 

4 

2 2 
4 
* \ 
TE 
. 
1 
1 
++ 
13) 
5 42 
130 
* 1 
N 

: . 
17 
i 
1 + x 
45 1 
501 
1 
4 3h: 
* 15 
„ * oft] 

4 
i ah 
A] 
FI» © 
3 

” 
R 
(03; 

Wy: 
„ 
1 

* = 
3+ 
37 ! 
ts ot 
05; 
©} 
9 * 
FE] 
3 384 
} 3 
11 
1.4 

- V4 
14 
yr 


{ 
74 
1 4 
KY 
4 
1851 
1 
5 
} 

1 

: 
13 
71 
Mi 
1. 
4 

| 


( 


« All Power is © gin me Ft i Hears and 


* Power muft be greateſt. See aufer to' Mr, E. 


tour is God Big b. An 


ar can a 
5 e 12 7 
ain. fre W. the Nature | 
Frome, od: cannot . aeg ag of iy An ee 

path d the 115 it {elf ſpeaks the Authority 


Add i. J. Tis not for you ro know the Times a d Cafe, F 
12 the ather bath pe. in bis own. Power? ? 1s this no 
Had gc 'a Power to do whatſoever he | 
plex, "os as to alter theſe Times and Sexfons? And 
Le, if Chriſtſbe the Supreme God, how could he 
hint? It muff 4 


this $7] ſpeaks in that manner to his Difeipl 


poſſibly have Ni thority given 
furl fed < ks At belong LA him; and ſb 
ble that he ſho 


There is 2 ſearchi the Hears, 


Vere. is no Abſurdity in poling, r 
— punigateſuch. a Power to his op 


We ion 5 1 the Holy On 
Eno, Ai 


our zviour's at} 1652 it, e was. one 175 
er hey nor beg one buy the au 
u 


z dev, tbe. ETD 


Free 8 — 


otion 


5 ® 


* Ye ye. therefore, ant * The Giver of 


44 Anſwer, Be are told, p. 77. That this 
Ka 0 ; A+ this is begg'd in | 


a” wy | pine All 175 is given me in Heaven and 
or the 3 of | ſach an 
Xe Th 8 eme God? "Tis | 
e » ng thc the Su- b 


upreme, unlimited, 85 to be oily ad | 
Aut 125 F Deputy or Viceroy, inferior, to, and li- 
mited by the Amtbocity.of the Giver. Aral dalefs this I 
true. T would faip know-how, the Head Chrift can 
1 tobe Head over him. Andi is it nor manifeſt, 
thay 5 yall Power our Saviour has given him, is in- 
rior Tubordinate, to that of the Father, fince ate 4 


d. be incarnate, he could — 4 
2 L ES withpor i, it capable of N he ; 
Yo * 


Es God, but a 1 7 of e anothers } 
55 can and has i to * ro John; ; | 


an with os to | 
A earts. Nor do's the Expteſſion Ni Gon- 


Things neceſſaril 4 his aVIng as com- N 
Artes AD. tute a 2 5 imply 8 the F abe Chri- 
ns who had 4 are *. bh 


r . . IF LN 


(25) 
Texts he a alen 108, . no ſuck Thing; When it 
Is: fad, Moe of 0 Max, but bath hr wo all 
Ne to Hs Jo þ © meaning i is only this, That B 
judgeth no Man dae, but mediately he do x, an 
the Judgment is ſtill his, who is the Ori inal, and OE 
ver of it: And this appears by other. Places, where 
God is ſaid to judge t the World by Jeſus 'Chrift, 
which ſhew that Chriſt is God's Agent in jodging the 
York, and not that be js the abſolute and ſupretue 
od. See An xvii. 31. Rim. il. 4500 
ua reat Things which Mr. Z peaks of, as done 
by ur iour, p. 78. ſhould greaten our Thoughts 
him, but not 0 4 to equal him with the Fither.. 
And' there 1 18 this whing cable, Vt otro between 
them, that whatever the Father do's, He do's 6f 
himſelf,” whereas the Son can do nothing "ny, of. 6 himſelf.” 'T 
think T habe nbw clear'd this matter, 3 own that 
Mr. P. had good Reaſon to aſſign whit he ata; a 
Note of Inequality.” 1 would farther add, that any 
is a Note of Inequality in the very Names Rivet; | 
cettainly, accor ing to the Nature & the elation, 2 
tov is 1 ather. n 
2. thew: , that tho' a Note of Inequility'was 
fot Rn, as bi the Holy Ghoſt, yet it was ſufff- 
ciently imply'd. This he N and did gor, as Mr. 
be 1, P- 75. take it for granted: And one part of his 
Mr. E. has attempted to anſwer, vir. That the 
50 never repreſents the Holy Ghoſt as the Gi- 
ver ofthis Power; Mr. E. ſays: The contrary I 2 to be 
clear from that of 0 our Saviour Vimialf, Luke iv. 18, 1 2. 
The Spirit of the Lord is upon 55 becauſe e he hath anointed 
be reg the Goſpel to the Poor; He 2 6 jt me to heal the 
broken Hearted, to preach Delrverance to / Captives, &e. 
But ſhould any Jun upon ſo light. a Ground, advance 
an Aſſertion? Has he no more than this? Or is this 
the deft Texte for his Purpoſe.? And can he think that 
he can hereb) * eQbliſh i Doctrine not to be found 
more clearly ſpoken of in the Scriptures? The whole 
eſp of his Argument from this Text muſt reſt upon 
this, 3 the Word N E refers to the 8 irit, Compare 
P- 197. * it not r to every Enyli Reader, 
that the 17 may. as naturally, and properly relate to 
the Lord? Is it not moſt agreeable. o the Stile of the 
Seripturei, to underſtand 2 thus, becauſe 2 


_ 


(56) 


has ſent me; therefore he has anointed 
18. 8 100 a 2 De 1 Top Pale that M 
12 out hg NT 
925 bet. NN N boſe Me gin our Lord was enen 
ko it appears plainly, that 58 Text can be undet᷑- 
19 „ lt. he has uſed. Art here, I muſt 
te t We us 19251 one, ane d never more i 4 
han ee to eſtablil 
95 0 4. whe Scripture appears to him to be 
eller ere file us the, Words run in our Trapfla- 
tion and ee to ther bre: The e Spirit of the Lord 
Cod is uboiꝶ me, beenuſe the Lord bath anointed me, to 228 ach 
good. 4 to the Mode ath ſors me ta bind up the rohen- 
hearted, & c. I mig „ th 1 th he 4Riogs of 17 . 
anf eee For Þ wh rRood ag {Af ibuted to tb 
Fpirit, IT es fing th e ord Lord, ee ha 
net been oy th he Hebr, N Restes is, ej 
r of the 7 90 ende er in 101 Hebrew, s e- 
t n 9, Joloed wi wit ien ine Adjectiye, 
& Verb, ani ſuch are the Ver ba bers d. A gooc 
oe will Rint fuch a as f feems here 0 be 


ys Author, has lately another; Text 
to i NE. bie ; bids Kiran! urs Ian an Eng- 
Reder 3 for which Cauſe, I will here take notice 
iy tis Ia. xlvin. 16. And now the Lord Ged, an 1. by 
ns me, But whoever- will ohſbeve. Poe 
2 7 tion of the Wards in the Hebrew, will ſee that the 
are auped. more properly render fon 424 ow, 1 
Lord hath fent me. and bis Sprrit ; 5 a ch tl 
LXX. ſeem. to have . i ur A i 
rendering is W pools anformable to th e St 10 29 fs 
Scriptures in other lace 1 
Give me leave to 10 here my pwn Tha poke 
That an Inequality bejng { 9 en Weg to the Father 
andi don, t e ho ument is ſpoiled, and u 
the Way Jo's ich the Three ernte ig 
ken of in the Baptiſmal Form the Holy 7 way a as. 
well be ſuppoſed inferior to b th Father and and, Son, as, 
the Son is to the Father. 
3. My 1 the N Alec, This ie. 
onfirm'd by the ; Account 0 iN 


0 „elle gires us of fm, Ti , Hi. 4 het 
3 ee 


"x Sqpiogr,: that is, " Father, i bye 575 


tiſm it Telf ; but fr whether 
what they do towards it, are not — -eſented as Agents 


( 


© by the = Rigih#rativ#, that 1s Baptiſm, 244 
* Cam ret „ which ke. u For 
the eſs" Cbriſt ou Savidier. 00 1 here,” Baptiſm 


o Were ce tick of Bklyation, atid attributed eo 


« ol + $f ſobe, but ill not 
« the Father is confi 5d 40 de pt inet — Ferſon in — 
us, and * 


en ing on us the 
6 © Holy hofft. 


— e le 3 Diftih- 
+ &ion, and re '6f Inequality Toon tranſoribed, 
this, becauſe 1 think it eat 25 whole Matter; 
and becauſe Mr. E. takes ſo little niotiee of it, feeming 
not to cate; that his Readers mould mind it. Lam per- 
ſwaded, they who will pleaſe to read hat he fays'to 
it, Will be ready to think, he writes like 'k Man per- 
5 N with chis ext, but: the wants the 
to own N. He ſays, E is not allowell by all, 
5 xt belongs to Bapti 07 But 1 cannot ira ine 
why it ſhould be doubted there is ndt 
attributed to Baptifm er than elfewhere, _ 
Harly, 1 Pet. Ii. 2 1. And fince Mr. E. neither ye, he 
difallows it Himſelf, nor gives any Reaſon hy. It 
ſhould not be underſtood o Baptiſm, I I fee not why 
it may not ſtill be taken for granted. But the bes be 
a Diſtinction; yet, ſays he, there is #6 Inequality That is 
marvellous, 155 7 
guiſh'd, as that one ſhould be Priticipal, and the other 
two imploy'd by bim, and yet there ſhould be no a- 
equality, The Queſtion is not whether our Salva- 
tion is aſcribed to the Son and . fo it is to B4 Sip: 
Son and Spirit 


under the Father. Mr. P. fad no h of the Order in 
which they are mentioned? but fpake the Mindſet, fo 


which they are re reſented as Fortin z and 1 8 — 
tet Anſwer is ret We Me. P's ent may well 
accbunted decifive. 1 the Wale, I think the ew 
"tifmal Form affords no ment t5 prove theD 
ir = b bile won * - i 1 =P 
f 91. He is in to iv. t 
etning St. Bebe V. 7. It ſel „ that 
Mr. 6 aa poo this Th needs bs be 
hf 3 5 o Better” Mfwer need 


Rt d t to thiik Mr. Marin pi 
80 be. oft fene me Mind ”m_ tie: OT: 
eZza 's 


vally and alike; 


confeſs, that they ſhould be ſo diftin- . - 


HIM. 


X Teſt imon d be uke, » be had 
| = _ 7 7 pn . un. m1 


2 ATE im. — 7 — he do's: believes 


(28) 


ted- 

be Greek. Manuſcr what fuller Confu- 
oy une — bay: not in ſo much 
as one of his —— ng which are ſtill in being. 


I ſee no pccaſion 1 Clarke, or Mr, P. can have for 1 


an Index expurgatorius, fur of the Texts he refers to. 
They will, I ſuppoſe, il under Confideration elſe. 
where, as probably will the others alſo, mention d by 


Mr. P. Howeyer, in the mean, Time I am well content, 
that Men ſhould conſult Pr. Whitby 
1 ahn de from him whether, when — 


on thoſe Texts, 
Dr. was crampt 
is Notions, he was not dripen to his Hits. 

T ſhall next paſt to his Iqug and Diſcourſe, 
—— Worſhip, which takes up from - 992 0 
147. — takes Notice that Mr. S, makes the D 
rence b f us. * "the Heathens, to be, that we have 
2 Command for what we do, and they none. This he 
attempts to confute, by the 5 — e of Payl and Bar- 
- wabas to the Lyaoniays. . He has put a great d U in his 


Comment, which is not to he 1 in the Text, of 


+24 , 
7 


which I need take no, Notice. Can it be any Argument 
agaivft, our Diſtinction of Worſhip, that t ey took no 
notice of it, when they had no Occaſion to do it ? The 

t. blind 5 e according to their Theology. 
—— the Apoſtles for two ſupreme Gods, (or at leaſt 
they, Fe him they. called Jupiten to be one, ] arid 

_ ng! wand. oy offer d . 8 hem: 
* which could nat be without the higheſt Ip- 
jury to God, they refuſed, teſtifying they il 
dot what they took them to be, but Men of. ike Pal- 
Kone with themſely of; and directing them to him, who 
of a 


is. the true 1525 a religions Worſhip and Seryice. 
Andy * Jaffe th 7777 Purpo le?.. 
be I he bad made i it "at 


"he's Aha, 5 on their ſide: Whereupon 9 4 1 
ask d, / here. doth the Scripture ſpeak of aſalnte and relative 3 


* of ſupreme and inſerior, e ultimate Prayers, an 


— on, he ought Dako aye putt ec er till he 
had aer r. P's Hs Arguments, goo f charwhen ti N 
t when tis 


Men ſpould honour the Son. , as. they 


nour e a tit ge Son, eg 5 


are not ultimate. Nat, to, Anne with his Ex- 
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bend in it Prayer? If this be true, it muſt follow, 
— ehinon muſt, be allow'd in Prayer; for as 
Mr. P. well ſays, p. 63. Can the Honour the Son 
rj WR Right to, by the Virtue of the Father's Com- 
miſſion, de equal to the Honour due to the Father, 
« who Sade in, the Commiſſion ? If we are to honour 
the Son, for the ſake of the Commiſſion, ſurely 
a higher Homvur myſt, be owing to the Father, 
vhoſe Commiſſion is made the Ground of his Sons 
* Right.* Mr, P. produc'd another Text to this Pur- 

oſe, Philip, ii, 9, 10, 11. which Mr. E. has pot yet an- 

werd: what he ſays of it · elſe where, will be 
der'd when we come to it. Mr. E. — — have p 
duc'd clear Texts, as he was defir d, wherein the 
Right of Chriſt to our Worſhip, is founded: upon any 
Thing elſe, but the Grant and Commiſſion of the Fa- 
ther: This is well agreed by the Author ofthe Unity 
of God, not "inconſiſtent with the Divinity of Cbriſt, p- 
39, Ec. I would likewiſe: ask Mr. E. ere, whether 
that Expreſſion that is uſed to ſet forth our Duty 
coming to Chriſt, don't include in it Prayer ta Chriſt ? if 
it do's, 1 defire to know whether it has not a farther 
Reference, and whether this coming, is not to him as 
Mediator, and a Means in Order to a higher End, 
viz. That we may come to God by him. The like 
I ſay of hellping, baping, and truſting in Chriſt. Is it 
diſagreeable, that theſe ſhould be exerciſed in a Wa 
of Prayer? If it is not, have they not all, = Reſped 
to a higher Object of our Faith, according to that of 
our Saviour himſelf, Job» xii. 44. He that believeth on / 


me, believeth not on me, bat an him that ſent me? Or can 
he deny that we have acceſs to the 8on? Or ſay that 
acceſs is not in Order to our having acceſs tothe Fa- 
ther? Certainly this is a Notion that runs thro” the 
whole Goſpel. And if; Chriſt be the Supreme God, 
as he pretends and tis only as ſuch. we worſhip him; 
it mutt unaveidably follow, that either we come tothe |,- 
Juprexpe-Gad.ynchonr.arMefilyine, or that Chriſt is a 
diator with himſelf,; both: which are Abſurdities 
neverſto be found in the Goſpel. Our Prayers there. 
fore, that are offer d directly to him, are offer'd to him 
only as Mediator ; and we pray to him for the. higheſt 
and det Bleſſings, not a8 1 were originally his 
ip beſtow, but as he obtains them af the Father. _ 


1 


to the Par 
FR _ Kc. amd yer" be obliged,” God had ſern 
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He would, p. og fain find an Inconſ fteney in whit 
Mr. P. tape, when there is not che leaſt appearance 
of any ſuch Thing; and che omy Confuſibn that I can 
ſee is in his dun badergab dag 5 He ſays : Accortling 
_ 20 this Way. of talking, we muy be obliged ro ſbi God on- 
{y 3. andoyer.at the ſam Tims be y — to worſhip" Saint; 
and Angels, yen Stocks and Stones,” That ig; ſuppo 
ow: God vouch fafing his ſpecil Prefenes with theſe, 

making them the Symbols thereof, required us 
to do ſo. e- not thus às to the Cherubims ? See 
Mr. P's Anſwir, p. 60. Me may, ſays be farther, be re. 

- quired widhy f God alot, che muſt mea if he he ſpeaks 

to God as the alone ofigmal Author) 


5175 tu the Virgin Mary, or or ſome other Saint, in the 
gd ar the ſume Time; aud for the Jame 'Bleſ- 
— it could not be in ſuch Words, as imply d theſe 
to be What God — is: But ſuppoting God had 
— one capable of heating us, and thinking fit 
co diſpenſe theſe” Blefſings immediately — — 
Had Jody hem in him, and fe ired us to to ppl 
him — no doubt. we had then Been obj 
do ſo. Let but Mr. E. diftifigeiſh the two Ki 2 
dolatry, according to the firſt and ſerond Commandment, 
aud he may eaſily ſee, what the Cale of the Frarbens 


was, as well as of the Iſraelites.” When either of them g 
directed their Worſhip to the true God, offeting it to 


Ai before, and with Reſpect to; any falle Symbol of 

his Preſence;' as the Hralitet before the golden Calf, 
they were guilty of Idolatry a - 9 the ſecond Com- 

mandment; and in that "Caſe, the proving to Men, 

that the Idob was not what they fancied it to be, was 

far from being improper 

— ani — t nity thee? a wrong Medium), but to 

Obj u 
— fir Oummandment: This the Tfratlites wete guil- 


my of, when they worſhipp'd Baut: And this was ac- 


counted dy God himfeftz à much mote grievoins Fin 


than the other,” 1 Ng Noi. 3 , 34, 33. And f 
ceive; ther apoſtle ee Native” of . theſe Things 
with Reference-to. the Ciba Idelatry; 1 2 x. 19, 
10. Mb fey: F e, rhat: che I/ in any Thing; He do's 
not mer Abſolutely, thut it: was png But only 
they it had: not any fitoh Vletde as the orthippers 


1magl." 


But when they direQed 4 
leintately, this was Idolatry a againſt 1 
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nmpagineds, bY Reaſon of whi ich it could, them, any 


r the Christians, partook What was 
80 40 it while "they px 90 Hear 50 it, any 
harm, er that 1 ſecrif. 0 "ta 1del;s 15 4 Thr 2 


that | the Thing s which” the A7 acxiſice 
62 i Fot to Go, ws fo 9 7 1 ec 
ro me to b TEL [Mio ct, 22 1 *. ater» the 


ry of the ci 45 43 15 


ate Lem plainly 1 55 ROS as Ido Ahe, 
125 10 505 N 9 lee to the go 49770 en Calf with. 
out 2. Command , which was; e hey bog in : with 
Reſpett to the Cher bad 4 Divine 
Warrant. | As 29 what ke lays fo or, bi Lenders Ro, 
i. 25. he may 1 W anke ad PHP; 15 IP: 


Ar 82725 
all did it. "Tex dry, 


12 a lt 1 55 19 5 


wich that . he i Kor to th e. 4 
which for want,of, ſych, an is bitation as. there ere way 
in the Cloud, was counted Idolatry ? 1 dere a clear 
Anſwer to t. is, The Paflage Mr. P. Si d from rom 
ſhop. Burwer,, Mr. E's on Author, is dar, nd not at 
| all inconſiſtent with what he -now alledges from Kd ; 
For any one elſe may ſee," that the he Bill 
that the Humans Nature of Sally 11105 * ny £84 
worſhi pd, 1 fthere had not be een a, Divine? une 
in it, Reb as was in the Cloud. 
92 51 here 1 0 Rete but tak Ne of e the Bi. 
255 eference_to this Paſſage, when it 
hs 990 fer , But fince that Expreſhon. Was. 80 
© fault Ah. and the yieldin it up was not thou 
J Enough, 5 I will only ſay this in Juſtif cation ir. 
* That 1 bave the greateſt Authority in the World 
* with rok j0ltity 7 that Exprefſien; The Jews dire- 
d their Worſhip. 20 the Ark; and you both 
Ci op bo, and the Latin, Bible, 10 Bible n . 


uſe for a lang Time in the Chriſtian 

it thus: nin uToroia Toy nos Fry 4 
© the Latin, is, Adorare Cabelſum Hedum a: L hope | 
* hers is a ſalliclent Autbarity to. excuſe, if not to 5 
. ; | | 


032) 
1 56 Sy eg Ho e at a Nienna / 5 It ation, 


A. 1704. þ might have - juſtified 
himſelf b "og Soy 48 Mp, 25 Rk th 0 ſe fe. Tranlat 


ons. Av doubtleſs; had the Holy 5 irit any where 


been mention d i wo 1 manner. the 16, we ſhould 
have had 97 uit 2 us, 25 4 Fro 0 his Su- 
reme. Defy, XX. 8. Ariſe iſe, 0 Lord, i into thy 
be; e 2 Srength. Compare 2 Chron, 
5 | 


7 . 15. a —— That che only ttue Cod did not 
4 perſonilſy appear, or dwell ir in the Cloud, or ſpeak 
by ro Moſes and the Children of Iſrael, but only | his An- 
« gel, the Angel of the Covenant, who er ſonated 
© and repreſented” him, For he Þ rm dy wilt in the 
« Cloud, was ſeen of them, and often ſpake to them 
* by an audible Voice; whereas our Saviour is ex- 
e preſs in declaring to the Jews, t (har; t they bad neither 
en bis 


1 4 any Dime heard bis Voice, nor y ſte 6 


Mr. E. has ſpent about ten Pages to prove, that 5 


God was "ſeen" and heard of them, and conſequently 
fince Mr. P. grants *twas Chriſt who a peared” in Per- 
ſon and ſpake, that he muſt be God in the tholt fa- 
mous Senſe of the Word. But if Mr. P. is in the 
Right, As to the meaning of thoſe Texts he brings 
concernin the N foot God, not one of thoſe 
alledg a by N. be underſiocd of God's ap- 
word 1 Leeſon, 1 only by a Repreſentative. The 
whole therefore turns upon that, and ſo I have no need 
to conſider his long Diſcourſe upon thoſe Texts. I 
ſhall therefore only mention three Things, before 
I come to that Part. 


1. That this manner of Speech, wherein a Repre- 


ſentative aſſumes the ca er and Stile of the 
ſon he repreſents, is frequent in the 1 prures ; and 


that is often ſald to be done by one Perſon; which was | 


not done by him iminediadly, but by. his Direction, 
2 or Comtnand. For inſtance, tis ſaid, Jobn iii. 
2. After theſe 3 came Jeſus and his Diſciples. int) the 
Load of Judea, and there be tarried with them, and bapti- 
zed. God cannot be more, expreſly ſaid to have ap- 
eared, of * 15 than Chriſt is hers ſaid to have 
8 tized; 2 yet *tis certain, this was not. his own 
eſis y, but his Diſcip d his Order. 


97 iv. 2. Jeſus bimſelf baptized not, bu bit —_— 


+ 6.04 69 Anois. aa oc. nit oe: 
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The there ve unte dim a4 

A fayin Toy 2 i Lrntagys 42% 2 4. 

„ grie voi tor ed. An F 
a * 527 him, The Centurion enſivered mg I 
* 13. And Jeſus e nuts 4 e 

gud as thou 2 5 ie vec dong unto thee.” 155 
Hore Plain fr om Mr, Z's ate 
appear d and fpoke himfelf, 
five than tis from this Paffage 1 a jon 
in Perſon ſon” held this 1 i Yer, 45 es | 

s certain, he did not; for from vii, tis da 
ht, the "Centurion came not 1 515 18 and fayg 
V that be thaught not 5 to comp to bi 

175 een his Meflage : at fir the Elders of s 
Fus, 7 next his Reply to hlt 1 6 
Thus the Angel ufes the Stile of Chr 
will give Power to. my two Witu 12 And ye; ae 
evident, it was not Chriſt him elf t e this; be 
cauſe he afterwards ſpeaks 5. of hp ver. N. e 
alſo our Lord was. cruci i eo 
4 el that was St. > Fell been d 
his Worfhip, ufes the Stile of Cr, 4 ver. 1.4 2 1 
come quickly. Ver. 12. Behold, 1 come 70e 4 
Reward i L with me, to give every Man, as bis a ' 
tam Alpha and C Omega, the beginning and the ond, 2 5 
and the laſt. . And ver. 16. 1 ſu; e ſent mine”. 
And perhaps there is no Place in all that Book; wh 
Choilt i gy 7 in D that is not . 
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(34) | 
mediately, or in his own Perſon ; tis ſufficient, ac- 
_ cording to the Stile of the Scriptures, if he did it by 
" IQ a Repreſentative; and if the Texts Mr. P. brought 
ö 8 l * | 34 vi 7 
| | are not miſtaken by him, thoſe . muſt ne- 
X _. ceflarily be underſtood his Way, and not Mr. Es. 
And indeed, this is the true Way of accounting for 
the Expreſſion of our Lord, This is my Body, as "tis ſo 
tamiliar to give the Repreſentative th Character of 
the Repreſented. . And I cannot but take Notice of 
one of Mr. E's Authors, whom he elſewhere refers to, 
how intirely he was in'this Notion, and ſeems to have 
confider'd the Father n as the moſt bigh God, 
I mean Dr. Sor, who ſays, in his Chriſtian Life, Vol, 
9 V. p. 270. He dwelt or tabernacled among us, 
1 « From hence Linfer; the higb Authority of Chriſt, and 
6 that Holy Religion which he hath revealed to us. For 
to tabernacle among us, as IL hàve already ſhewed you, 
figniſies to dwell in the midſt of, as the Shechinab, Pre- 
© ſence, or Repreſentative of the maſt High God, as one 
« that acted in his. Father's Perſon, and was veſted 
with bis Authority, and conſequently as one who 
© bath as great a Right to exact our Obedience as the 
6 Bun Nb, himſelf, ſhould he have come down 
from Heaven in his own Perſon to give Laws to Man- 
© kind. For ſo, when the Eternal Word went before 
the ag of Iſrael, as the Shechivah, or Angel of God's 
Preſencz, God requires them, that they ſhould obey 
© him, as himſelf; Beware of him, and obey bis Voice, 
| | «. faith God, provoke him not, for be will not pardon Jour 
© Tranſgreſfion, for my Name is in him, Exod, xxiii. 21,- 
* and ver. 22. To obey the Voice of this Angel, is. in- 


« texpretedto be the ſame Thing, as to obey the Voice 
f ef the moſt High God himſelf; Bur if then ſbalt indeed 
i © obey his Voice, ſaith God, and do ' all that I ſpeak, then 1 


1 © pill be an Euenz to thy Enemies, & c. 80 
F * : 2 . To » *%S% 3% I 120 
| 4 Yrigkors, to filobey, this Aug (who) as 
ved to you, was the Eterna / 


t for the 
have pro- 
Werd, or Repreſentatius 


* 


| « of the moſt Hb God fo them) was to all Intents'and 

« Purpoles ihe Jawe Thing, a if they had diſobeyed 

"= « the molt, High himſelf, " And ccotdingly our Sieg 
[P0275  * tells the Jus, He that believet'on nm, believeth wat on we 
1 29,46 , © hr on the Father that ſent ue; 1 is, bs doth n tmeer- 
ih believcon me, Puten the Father tos, whoſe Aurho- 
* gity 1 have, and whoſe Perſon I repreſent, for o he. 
- In e $44 ns 2» F440 $10, abt Ex. 
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explains himſelf in the following Verſe; He thar- ſeeth 
E, hy ſeeth bim #bar ſent me; that is, I being my Fa 
ther s Shechinab,” or Repreſentative, John xii. 44, 43. 
And therefore, as every Contempt of the Depury, 
or Vice-Governor, is an Aﬀronr to the Sovereign Prince 
« whoſe Perſon he bears, and by whoſe — 
c he acts; ſo every Rebellion againſt Chriſt, is an opes 
+ Defiance to the ere God, whoſe Perſon he re» 
« preſents, and by whoſe Authority he reigns: Aud 
again, p. 274- By Virtue of this immarable Ti- 
© xle doth he claim our Obedience to the Laws of J 
+ ſus Chriſt, whom nent to himſelf he hath made our 
Prince and Ruler, having veſted him with his own 
Sovereign Authority, and conſtituted him his 1 
KRepreſenſative in the Church. Again, p. 337. They 
« ſaw the g/orious Splendor, which inveſted his Perſbn 
at his Baptiſm; and Transfigurative Form, whence I 
= © infer his Deputation from the - moſt High God, and 
Father of all Things, to be his Repreſentative and 
© Vice-Roy in the Chriſtian Church. For this viſtble Glo—ꝛ 
ry with which he was inveſted; was always the per- 
© liar Character of the immediate Repreſentative of 
© God; and therefore by way of Appropriation, it is 
© called the Glory of God, and the Glory of the Lord; and 
* whereſoever God, as Supreme Monarch and Governor; 
is repreſented, as refiding and taking up his Royal 
© Habitation, there you always find him diſplaying 
© himſelf-in this viſible Glory and Splendor. Thus 
when by the Eternal Word, he was repreſented a2 
* mong the Jews as their Supreme Lord and Governor; 
* he always manifeſted his Majeftick Preſence among 
© them by ſome brigbt and ſbining Appearance z' the 
* firſt Inſtance. of which was his Appearance to Moſes 
from out of the burning Buſb, upon Mount Sinai, 
© where he firſt acted under God the Father, as Sovereign 
* King of Jſrad, in commiſſioning Moſes to be their 
* Captain and n gue of Egypt ; for here it is ſaid; . 
* that he appeared in a Flame of Fire, Exod. iii. 2, that is; 
* in a viſible Glory that reſembled the Brightneſs of a 
Flame of Fire; - For this Mountain he had chofen 
* for the Seat and Throne of hls Majefical Reſidence, 
from whence he intended to give Laws to I/rae/,. and 
to exert his Reya/ Dominion over them, and there? 
fore here be appears * viſible Glory, which wad 
vi | "= | 


always 


C35) 
4ahways: the Gbartcter of the Divine. King, and imme. 
| — — of God to that People.“ i v9 
2. Another Thing 1 world here, remaerk, is occa- 
ond by what Mr. E. hints at, as f. 108. and more 
. „. 14, That his ññ an Argument, that was much 
a den in tbe very beginning a Cbriſtianit n to prove hat 
eur Sieur was God. I ſuppoſe, he has here an Rye 
t Juſtin „ very early Writer, who it maſt be 
odwhed, makes Uſe of this as an Atgument: to prove 
bur Saviour was God. But if Mr. E. has ever read 
chat Author, he muſt be convinced that he is, and 
that in this very: Argument, directly againſt him, | 
hall ſet down:.a few Places only. out of his Dialoge 
with Trypbo. My Edition is that of Paris, by Rob, Ste- 
Pbebs, 1551: f. 68. „ Attend, ſays he, to what Lam 
«Ybott. to relate from the Holy Scriptures, which 
F need not he explained, but only heard. Moſe then 
the Hlefled and faithful Servant of God, ſpeaks. of 
the God, who appeared to Abraham at the Oak of 
Meme, with the other two Angels, who were ſent 3 
© with him to deſtroy Sem, by agather who always 
abides in the heavenly Places, and was never ſeen 
by any Man, not ever did converſe with any Man, 
whom we underſtand to be the Maker and Father 
Sof all Things. — I will, endeavour- to convince 
* you, who know the Scriptures, that befide the 
s God who made all. Things, another is ealled God 
an Lord, who is alſo ſtiled an Angel Cor Meſſen- 
t ger] becauſe he declares to Men, whatever the Ma- 
Eee all Things would have him declare, beũde 
ot there is no other God.“ And in, p. 69: 
41 * endeavour to perſwade 2 i8 
5 ſaid to have appeared to. Aralam, Iſaac, and Moſes, and 
is ſtiled Gods is different from the God wha: made 
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who: -faid to Moſes, be was 
the God of the God of uus and the 


(37%). | 

to bave appeared to Abraham and. Jacob, as minifizing 
to che Wull of him, who is the Maker -of all Things 
and in like manner miniſtfed to his Will in the o- 
verthrow of Sodom ; For if it be as you ſey, that. the 
Angel and God were two Things, no one he he 2 
4 — of Senſe; will venture to ſay, that the Maker 
«and Father of all Things, leaving all Things in the 
c higheſt Heavens, would appear a little of 
„the Earth. Again, p. 74. Ae e the Scrip- 
„ture calls him an Angel who — to Jacob in a 
« Dream, and then lays the that d to him 
4e Reer fad to him, e the d. who ap- 
pet d to thee when thou ſſeddeſt from ch Brother 
0 Eſau ; and in Abraham s Time at the Deſtruction of 
Sodom, ſays. that the Lord brought that Deſtruction 
from the Lord who is in the Heavens: 60 here atſo, 
s * when the: — ſays: an Angel of the Lord ap- 
ard to Moſes, and 'afterwards walls him Lord and - 
d, it meins the Game Perſian, who according te 
7 Places already cited, miniſters to that God 
« who is above che World, befrdes whom there is no 
* other God. Farther ſaid I, my Friends, I will give 

4 Hg another Teſtimony from the Scriptures, that — 
— — before any! Creatures, God 
— of himſelf, which · by the” 
« — Gboſt is called, ſometimes the Glory o the 
6 nk ſometimes Son, ſometimes Wiſdom, fome- 
times Angel, ſometimes God, and ſometimes Lord, 

and. the Word, and at anvther Time, called -him- 
© ſelf Captain of the Hoſt; when the 'appear'd in hu- 
man e to Jeb, the Bon of Wes : for there is 
© Reaſon, all thefe Appeliations, fince he miniſters 
to che Father's Pleafure, and was generated by hie 
ul. And again, p. 119. When my God ſays, 
Col. om Abraham, or, Ib Lord called unto 
'* Moſes, or, The Lord men deu to ſer the Tower-which he 

Ke of Men weve $uilding,” or the Loru fut np 'Noak's 
don't think that the unbegotten God himſelf 
od; or aſeended e; for the ineſfa- 
ible Pather, and Lord of ali Things, neither 
comes any where, nor walks, nor ſleepe, nor riſes 
Hh ups bass des where heighways was, exactly diſcern- 
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* and knows all Things, nor is any dne of us hid 
from him; nor do's he move, who cannot be 
* comprehended in any Place, no not in the whole 
World, who alſo was before the World was made! 
* How then ſhould he ſpeak to any one, or be ſeen 
© by any one, or appear in the ſmalleſt ſpot of the 
© Earth, ſeeing the People were not able at Mount 
© Finar, to behold the Glory of him that was ſent by 
him, and Moſes would not have been able to enter in- 
© to'the Tabernacle he had made, if he had not been 
« filled with the Glory of the Lord, and the Prieſt 
could not bear to ſtand before the Temple, when 
© Solomon had brought the Ark into that Temple at 
© Jeruſalerr, which he himſelf had built? So that nei- 
© ther Abraham, nor Tſaac, nor Jacob, nor any other 
Man, ever ſaw him who is abſolutely the Father, 
< and ineffable Lord of all, even of Chriſt himſelf; 
© but they ſaw that Perſon: who, according to his Coun- 
< ſel, was God, being his 8on and an Angel, as he 
t miniftred to his Will, whom he willed alſo ro be born 
© a Man of a Virgin, and who became Fire when he 
« talked with 9 the:Buſh ; and if we underſtand 
the Scriptures otherways, we ſhall make the Father 
and Lord of all, not to have been in the Heavens, 
when tis ſaid by Moſes, The Lord rained upon Sodom. 
© Fire and. Brimftone the Lord out of Heaven, &c." 
And yet this Juſtin pleads in that very Dialogue, that 
Chriſt was to be — and elſewhere in his fa- 
mous Apology, ſpeaks of it as the Cuſtom of Cbriſti- 
ans, to worſhip him in the next Place to the Father. 
I appeal now to Mr. E. whether this Juſtin has not had 
better Fortune than the Miniſters at Exon, that he 
ſhould be reckon'd a Saint, while they are ejected as 
Hereticks and Idolaters. I could add other Teſti- 
monies to the ſame Purpoſe; but I will content my 
ſelf with this, as he is ſo primitive 2 Writer, and as [ 
imagine, Mr. E. ſpoke with a particular Reſpect to 
ſomewhat he had met with of his. I fhall only add, 
that not only Juſtin, but ran rg alſoꝭ diſtingui ſn 

between God, and the Angel of God, who is ſome- 
times called Gde. e 

3. Whereas Mr. E. denies that it is — | 
Courteſy, or Gift, that Chriſt is worſbipped, and- eems to diſ- 
like the. Word  Gifr, in this | Cafe, and — 
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Hominem be ſuffciest, By this i appears that Mr. 


Sentence, make the Text relate, to the Father only 5 
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48 an Argument mans of his being the Saviour of 


. they were done by Virtue of the Father's. Gift.” 


with the gt bi ing both ſent, itn Aon ? 
Gen kf lan by 
the Works be gave him to fold 1155 how cou a 


45 


e of tn th, As vii. 53. And the Ward wat' ollen 
Angels, Heb. ii, 2. So tl : tho? God is faid'to ſpeak, 
we are to underſtand i it thus, that he ſpake by Angels; 
and the like I-fay concerning the Places here ated 
Mr. E. therefore is miſtaken in think ing it a; nt 
«ble that the Voice which came from Heaven theſe three Times, 
was the Voice of the Father. But let us hear his Senſe of 
the Text ; and therefore, ſays he, What our, Saviour inequs, 


is, that tho the Ather born N itu ſs to him I's Voice from 
Heaven, v. 37. ſeeing thoſe - ws to Who be pake, 
did not probably for it 3 vor had een, nor were eber ely to 
be vour'd with ſuch a Privilege, as to bear the Voice of Goa, 
as their Fathers did, Deut. v. 24; He did wor e Far 

2 2 


reſers them to his Works, which bore, Witne Th 
this [ul 


to the Scriptures, which would ſtrengt] 6, 
39. wheres Mo 1 1270 6 o thi 155 15 2 
our Saviour lays, And the Father, hi ich, hath [ent 

ir 5 "to the" We 


me, bath born Witneſs of me ;. rs 
from Aalen at ved TY; 1 9 Rk 
anſwer, there is no Sign of de at all; ; 
but our Saviqur having. a we ſbe 2. ther had 
iven him to finiſh thy Works 25 dic and hgh theſe | 
orks bore Witneſs of him, ver. if, A. the 5 v. 
makes theſe Works to be the Father's T. keit, 


Works our Saviour did, b 4 1 in bis Father's 815 
Jobn x. The Father. that dwelt i in ban did the Works, | 
Long 75 did they Þ Path Chas ang id. they were a "Teſti. 
mony fr er, Tabs xiv. 10. nor is it our 82. 
vigur's De 2 2 then imate to the Jews, oF * 
was a Privilge, which was, too great for them to 
rd Nth; þ bur th hat they 1 Actual fayour d 
them, and d cle, a W to hi 
F. make our Saviour mean. 
2. to be ry 8 e . 175 8 5 g 
| Place, h 82 ſupps ſeth hew 4 


8 0 Rte Would 


* (#) 


hen Interpretation carries not the leaſt Probability in it, 
ak, tv my Apprehenſion: Let the Reader Judge, whether 
Is; mine is better. Our Saviour then, f think, is pro- 
505 ving his Miſſion from the Father, and he proyes ſt by 

ni the Works which the Father had given him to finiſh, 


and theſe Works upon that Account he makes to be 1 


mes, | * | 

: of Teſtimony from the Father zand that as true and proper 
ans, an one, as any they could deſire. In order th convince | 
from them of this, and to anſwer a Cavil which was fami- 
ale, liar with thein, that they wanted to ſee 4 Sign from Hea- 
ly to ven, to haye ſuch glorious Manifeſtations, as were 
God, vouchlafed to their Fathers, or to hear God ſpeak to 
hat, him, as he did to Mojes ; he lets them know that thoſe 
but 


D Voices, of which they were ſo apt 
to 


and 0 boaſt, were but mediately from God, that here: 
306, in he made uſe of the Miniſtry of others, but that as” 
hen to God himſ. elf, he never aſſum'd any Shape, that Men 
ſon ſhould be capable of ſceing him, nor formed any Voice 
dice MW himſelf, which they could hear: And therefore, thoſe 
1. 1 8 Appearances and, Voices were not really a more itnme- 
all ; WHT diate Witneſs from God, than were the Works he had 
"had given our Saviour to finiſh, and to which he actording- 
theſe y arpraley, Iwill add one Thing more, and that is, 
5. 9, that our Saviour's Expreſſion do's. not ſeem to the 


to ſuit the Account Mr. E. gives of the Matter; 
7]; rd vis gxnxbele ve, above never beard his Voice 
at any Time, He can hardly be ſuppoſed to have 
uſed.ſuch an Ex preſſion, if he referr'd only to one fin- 
gle Time wherein the Father's Voice was uttet d, or if 
he had onl E to the Voice that came from Hei- 
ven at his Baptiſm. Mr. 1 might not be in- 


to be ſenſible of this, and therefore indeavour d to make it 
our d fer to morg than that fngle one. That in John xit. he 
mong los not fuppoſe to have been before ; but he ſeems 
a, by rethink, that at the Target er might; if he do's 
a Mr. be is certainly miſtaken; for after theſe Things, related 
ber in the Vib Chapter, Chriſt perform d the Miracle of 
ſets feeding five thouſarid, related in the Beginning of the 
+ Viel, Which Miracle is alſo related by Matcher, ch: xiv. 
8 15. Mark vi. 33. and Luke ix. 10. and from each it ap- 
. pers, that our Saviour's Trinsfiguration' was not 
& the ull. after. that Miracle, and. conſequently . after 
dri i- Diſcourſe of our Saviour's to the Num. N 
tt nne ye 0 $0 * . | "<4. 
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the Prophets, and they ſball be 


t#) N 
171 Inte erpretarion 1 have given is very much con- 


rm d by 4 other Texts, produc d by Mr. P. which 


I ſhall next conſider. 
John i. 18. No Nan hath ſeen God at any Time ; the 


lared bim. Mr. E. upon this, ſays; "Tis known 
that } many, with Grotius, underſtood hereby, that 1d one 
hath known with dy Clearneſs, before Giſt came, who 
rank always in the 2 

Fe ; hi Fe Father, concerning the Redemption 


ieh are now moſt fully diſcover'd by the Re- 


nhind ; 
4 meſelf. This lurerpretation i is agreeable to the Scope 
the Place, 715 f I fee no Reaſon why the plain ws 


of the Words is got agreeable to the Scope of the 


Place, Is it not à mbſt convincing Reaſon, that no | 


ery ren able to declare the Father, but Chtiſt 5 
uſe no Man elſe had ever at all feet hitn in a ro- 
38 75 Here is not the lea Hint that any 185 


ght of W cho“ nor with 12 lame 4205 | 


46. 1. 4 Tan ee 


of the Reaſon Mr. E. has 

to inſult his Neiphb uts, as to their underſtanding 
e Scriptures. His Interpretation has tiothing to fa- 
eres it. 1 will tranſcribe the Paſſage more fully, 
that the Reader ta 1 7 Judge, v. 44. Nd Man can come 
unto me, except ther ih bath ſent * drau bim, 


77 
and I will rat Af at thi la Ii written; 
1 440 1 Ken Man 


e-that hath beard 421 bath learned of the Father, com- 
eb unto. me, Nor that avy Man hath ſten the” Father, | 
be which #5 of God,. be bath” the Father. Is it not 7 72 
feſt, that whereas our Saviour had, v. 44, 45 1 85 
of the Father's drawing, and of Men's b-arin 445 
ef Father, he explatti himſelf, v. 46. and | ewe, 
e would no | bee his Exp ;telfions underſto 
as cho he ſpake of the Father «dee hisjmmedarely 
kimlelf? 12 not . e Senſe of his Words, Nut : 
any Man bath ſein the Auer; that ho Man can pr 
to have ſeen the Father himſelf, and ſo to be dach 
tely 


. 2 ten Sou, who was In the Boſom of the Father, be 
C Y 


of the Father, the ſecret and 4 


e Ac „ 
Ls one judge by iy A E bas 


TFT CE 5 *; of 3 EE Eu ee acces 


43) 
diately taught by». him: Aud . this, one 
diate Vifton is conſin d K. t 1 ngt 


full Props 4 mor of bg 1 al 3 u. | 


E. goes on e nd i in 1 — 50 FR "is 
2 5 is ineviſtple, and that no' 0 2 ſeen 12 ih 
ſee bim: If it be true in the plain of our Saviour's 's 
Words referr d to, that no one hath, or can i 

tely ſee. him, it is as much as Mr. P. defires: 
uy when the Apoſtle ſays, that he dwells in inac- 
„ aul that no Man bath ſeem bim or can ſee him 
{avgurs of toa much Boldneſe for Men to be ſo po; 
2 in aſſerting, that he has been, or ſhall N 
| Mr: E. adds: hid tel the Promiſe 10 thoſe that are pure 
Me SIE ſpall; ſee God, Kat J f ay 
to Face, 1 Cox. xin. 12. And fre him as be u, 1 
2. Yet this ſigbt is —— or the future World. The 
of theſe Texts, 386 well as many others, do's indeed 
ſpeak of ſeeing God. But I think the Expreſſion is to be 
— there, pot in a, a proper but in 2 metaphorical Senſe, 
There is no Inconſiſtency at all, in ſaying, "No Man 
hath ſeen him, op can ſee him, in à proper Senſe, and 
that ſome Men have ſeen him, and ſhall ſee him in a 
metaphorical. one. Thus good Men, even in their 
preſent State, are faid' to have. ſeen. God; and ſo by 
Faith, Moſes ſaw bim who is inviſible, Heb. xi. 2). And 
that the fuller Knowledge the Saints ſhall have of God 
bereaſter, is ſpoken of as Sight, I graat ; but that they 
ſhall have, or be ca i, of an immediate bodily In, 
1 God a is what I am not daring enough 


Ny 5. Te That the on EI 
„ God, is manifeſtly . diſtinguiſh John i. 18. from 
o 3 Son. . E. — Tes any Ged. 
i 8 God the Som. t. it 
RR ped Kill the tate 1 Ka gate d, as. 2hat- he, 
NR hom no 1 


only aa teck 
ah ogra the on begötten Sas; 'wha, 
bal bern een, Mis not the ſamg that had oor. _—_ 


25 2 14, and 1 Jab i. , 2, . | 
„P. lat: If the; Bacher and; Sn 
pot pong om Eſſence, I deſere Mr. P. ro:aceom 


bet, un he 
deſe 
8 F 2 . 


e ohn xii; 8 


14 
2 ſent me. And thar, John xiv. 9 He thar  bath'ſeen 
me, hath feen'the Father. a Po 
wee wn? alder ; is not diffult 1 ad it for 
* „according to what has been faid; that no one 
or could have a . Sight of the Father 
Baek. And therefore, all that our Saviour could 
meat, muſt be this, that he who hath ſeen me, hath . 
ſeen the moſt lively Reſemblance of the Father; has 
ſeen him by whom the Father do's make the fulleſt 
Diſcovery of himſelf, and of his glotious Perfections. 
When we ſee a Picture drawn to the Life, and exact. 
ty er fre a Perſon, we ſay we have ſeen ſuch an 
one; 1 in * e e — the "who 
was the - Bregbraefs i Father's G and the 
Tmag? o of his Peron. whey might welt be ed to ha xe 
the ther. Nor are ſuch Expreſſions unſual in 
other Authors. | Thus Terence i in Kdr. Prod.” . of * * 
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11 Merten Freie. Andridhn S — ** 
Lei utramvis vele morit, 12 | 24; 


Ne ita Mei ſrnce Arguments, 
Ara fo plautar in Phormio, AQ i i. se. v: ver. 4. * on 


Escee autem as Hallis omni 2 ones pen, {63-2403 
146 0 eee ner voi, i, Hil 2512 nd He 
47. 1145 
E ! Bit to wake the Father 121 Son tobe one in E 
e, i to make the Father as viſible as abe don, 
weer is contrary to the Scriptufe.. 
Pie true, as Mr. E. ſays, that . 
ſame God whom they provoked ; but it appears not, that this 
God porn Je. of thee Peſan. . 4— —— 
comparing V. vi. with John xi. 41. Things fald 
yu whe be ſaw bis Glory, and ſpaht — vid And is 
nor this perfectly agreeable wirk Mr. h Notion, | 
at: 01 faw not: God bhimſehf immediatel 5 
but ham "who was his Repreſentatloch and che Brig 
b Glory 2 Ne cui 2 the ſane” Virb of 22 
with! Ane Auuiii 2 M pate the HelydGbot l/ Iſaias 
#he Prophet,. unto dur Habe, But I -woald:: is, 
whether he:d@'s hot believe that — deliver the 
= Meſſage, as: well as wrote that under che 
— 'of whe - * So 1 he did, tis . 
ens 


as) 
dent / cho the Holy Ghoſt were not at all coneern d 
jn the Viſion; and by the fame Kind of Reaſoning, 


+that is uſed here, may Mr. E. prove Meſes to be Ge 
e . — he will own; that it was God that Aten himſelf 
er the God of Abrabam, and the God of Iſaac, ard rhe God 0) 
Id Jacob. when he appear'd in the Buſh, Exed. iii. 
th } And when St. Like refers to this, he do's it thus, 
as Chap. Ak. 37 Now that the Dead are raiſed, even Moſes 
ſor) d at the'Buſb; when be callerh the Cord, the Go hee Ja 'Abra- 


ham, andthe” Goll of Iſaac, and the God of 
the ſame Manner as he here quotes 
ling "God; *Whar; he relates in his Book 
himſelf, he in the Acts, 2 Holy 4 Y- 
mg whit he” directed Haid to ſpeak, or write i In his 
Pro) opheſy. This, 1 ſay, were a alone, à Tufficient An- 
41 tho 1 fee no Abſurdit In ſup} ppoſſog the Holy 
Ghoſt es 'd in the Viſion, hte vi to Dr. 
Clarke's Expli ication, Rep ly t6 Mr. Nel ſon, 8 
He ſubjoyns a Range Ak zument in theſe Words: 
And thus alſo®T underſtund be Ix in. of Ifaiah 9, 10. 4s 
interpreted: by: Stephen, "fall of the Holy As vii. 
48, 45, 50, 51, 52. Tis hifdly-worth t je Reader's 
while to compare the Places; unleſs it be to know 


a IL 


Verſes, to d6 with that Text in Iſaiah? Oh! K. I up- 
poſe, when Stephen adds, v. 5 T. Ye fliff u and un- 
circumciſed in ' Heart and Eivs,' ye do always "the Holy 
Gboſt, as "your Fathers din, Jo do'ye ; he mult be under- 
Rood to ſpeak” of the Holy Ghoſt, as the moſt High, 
who Roſe, ver, 49. Haven is "my Throne &c. This is no 


training” of che Scri ipture ! But Mr. E. mw. have 
conſidet d, mat Serke irf His Kas 


ſpe & 
to all'rhofe Infſantes offitit reſiſting God Oy bo os 
with them by Aa A which he ba mention'd 
thro” Mis p particular 5 what be yy of 


cheit rea 22 3 ror be Moſes; v. 33, 39. 

he my A as Si ed es q Sp Irit wa Moſ es, 

a he wie the fad, JEN 
Throm tw i 17 S tha 


E EI: xxiii. ry . needs no 


is. Spirit. 
Oceaſion td à 16 to whar 
Mer hy — 
. 6 iN 


5 obicetning . *r. l _ 


1 
a 2 


how poorly he can argue: What have the 48, 49, 50. 


* 


(46) q 

yorſhypping-of Chriſt, ſuppoſing. him inferior | 

1750 er, was { PIR to the Heatheniſh and 

ro _ in Anſwer ſaid; that the one 
= þ accorfling 132 and the other without 
„Mx, E. . 123. Tu aye will uo render it: 

* eric, er ſubordinate N : Nor did Mr. P, ſay it 
Would, it was ſuppoſed in oth, Cafes to be ſubordi- E 
mare nes rev Fine he brought this for, was to, ſhew. the 
N the two, that the one was not 
d. Idolatry, as the other was. Wy E 
5 88 him, Noe A's, Mi. 7 1 

kilp poſitively ar he mid te. 
0555 t uj * N — 4 a mo ay, 5 — g 
te wa, * e onl 1 T 15 ſeems 
wel ny AF Wickeg an us, 
Fi of a fx Commander or can I ſee | 
this,, made © — rence, Cc.“ 


1. . has nat 125 jun to 2 ; 
= in thi 10 5 5 * * 0 fore. , 
1 77 Md. r bergs 110 ſy 4 
Ground and. Reaſons + a Cem. I > of another 
Mind. when] am ſure "iy: Thing God's Cemmand, 
Lam to; obey, whether I can. the Grounds f 
and Rea 00s of. it * no... (Je. e be the 
preſent . Caſe are „77 enough. It þag, 70 (od. the 
Father, all Jl ok ſoonld Amel in Cbriſi, and. - .thergfore 
we — to m for the Bleflinge we receive, more 
immed 1 from him. There can be no Doubt, 
that Cod would. never have een bel ug to apply to 
him, if BT nat been qualified.to help us. Nar do | 
I ſee any great Reaſon to be diſplesſed with the 
Words he has ſet dawn from, Pr. #birby, . 3245. tho 
'tis like, I ſhould hardly, interpret Lys ſhialſe-of - che 5 


H zby, Deity, aß he won when, be | 
wrote. it. 200 wever, I. 77 * he, Dr. 
adds immediately to what This 

pm & bis Jos: | 


« therefore hinders not, (by he 5 


ent S given, is 
8 Ie thy pry 175 er 
7 1 11 4 


"Thi . dhe Work Coin facbor 

N . e Evita, Pv, 

ek 755 A e 116 . 3t» "Er TEE A * | 
EL Biſhop | 


* A 
M1 


+ £4) 

And if Mr. E. can ſhew, that Chriſt, or any one elſe, 
is faid to, have made all Things by the, Father, we 
will grant the. Father, is not a, principal, but, a ſubor. 
dinate Agent. But perhaps I may help Mr. E, by a 
e to underfiand the Caſe more perfect. 
I. Suppoſe then any. one, ſhould be abſurd enough 

to ſuppoſe (as who knows what the World may come 
to:?) That the Apoſtles and firſt Workers of Miracles 
are to be included in the Name of God, or Chriſt; 
and ſhould, plead, that Miracles can be wrought by 
none but God, which, I ſuppoſe Mr. E. will grant, as 
truly required a Divine Power as Creation it ſelf; and 
hauld reaſon after Mr. E's manner: Theſe Miracles 
God is ſaid to have wronght, Act ii. 22, Ch. xix. II. 
and they are attributed to C 

times to Men, as particularly to Stephen, Alls vi. 8. 


therefore Stephen , as well as Chriſt, muſt be God. Or 4 
fle ſuppoſe a Man ſhould. anſwer ſuch a vain Jan- 
T, 


gle 
ow 


the Miracles, 44 


Ad v. 12. & ii. 43. & iv. 16. So the. ſame Prepofi- 
tion de, is uſed concerning Cbriſt himſelf, An ii. 


22, & iv. 30. Would Mr. E. like the way of reaſon- | 
ing in one Caſe? As little Reaſon; has de in the 


other. 


# * . 


or Sanctifier; but tis no where fai 


ed with bis. own Blood: For ſo the Alexandrian, and many 


ace, AFsxx.23. And in 


that there was a manifeſt Difference to be al- 
di, ſince that the Men who wrought theſe Mira - 
cles were not the principal Agents, but God wrought 

r 1s by them, as Alls xix. 11. He might I 
eafily anſwer, that this u is of no Force, for as tis 
confeſſed, that Miracles are ſaid to be done by them, 


There can be no Reaſon to doubt, that he who 
made all Things, ſhould by the ſame Power be able 
to ſuſtain them too; and as little Reaſon is there to 
ueſtion, Whether he derived the Power from the 
ather in one Caſe, as in the other. Tis true, none 
but the Supreme God, can be the primary Redeemer | 
8 nor 3 

is there Reaſon to believe, that he cannot appoint | 
another under him to execute ſuch Offices. We are 
Members of the Church of the Lord, which he hath purcha- | 


er Mſc. and many of the ancient Fathers read that 
fully cleared this Matter. See his Anſwer to Mr. Nel- | 
ſons p.127. We are the Touplcr of God, and Timypler of 


* 
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iſt, Jobs xii. 37. and ſome- 
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(499) 
tte Holy Ghoſty: ame ae uv Hiking of Go, tp through the 
Spirit. Mr. E miſtakes, -when h les the one 
Lord Je ſus Chriſt, imports his having an abſolxte: open 
Dominion over all: It can. relate only to that 
on he hab. as Mediator, and as mage Lord by.; thy 
ther. burn 21 | 
e next comes to the Worſhip of "a; aps hc 
concerning which, he 3. 1 A 15 bed, E 
which is true: engugh, and * is. 
his Advetfaries we little to bis for it, 4% 
he has no occaſion for a; long Anſwer, J. def 
red him © to produce any que Paſſage. that is cler 
« Evidence; that ever the Hol Wh oft was directly 
addreſa d ani, or Pride. ſo ĩ 0 xixth 
Propoſitions, taken Notice, That, we ate nb ere di. 
rected to pray, or e aſeribe Glory to 12 
Mr. E. vill nom produce ſome Serif idencts 
— of him. He owus inthe, I6 


them. But he Lives „ 47 
leſs 3 AS gs 5 
ſays he, . y Ghaſt is pw. re 
—— oe hel 
oter em Ador ns 18 tran e en, 101 
never once be expreſly called. . chap we ould 
never be directe te pay to, ot praiſe. hi ni. But to 
come to his Arguments. , 
1, He ſays: Wei are to RT] Name, 5 ee, he 
products two Texts, to prove we are to by the 
rd; our God, Shich le 125 151. Enher, n, and 
Holy Gee But both his Texts are Þ hey it the 
Lord dur God is but one Pork 25 N Text, 
Dent. vis 13. Thon Galt fear the ord fy .and Jerve 
HTM: (not them, as it ought * 775 1 ee 
7 


than one Perſon) and ſwea (not ther), Name. 
And ſo in the other. His, ment is the ſatne 
with that urged by  Arius Denched, from Rom. is. , 
To which à clear Anſwer is given in hd Chyj riffiaui- 


ed Part It, 
2 og: _— from k Bapjiſm, Mat Fart 
rr 5 


Supper, which have been an; 2706, A rea 
he Ne 2. 134½ b. Fung 1 Cor, xii 
oy imagine; if God 5s ples ſed, 10 ma; ke | wy: 


WALL 


4 

{iy Hoe ws 5s 20d” Ehrb/tians, eoncerhing the Perſon 
Py 1 9 8 br eb. whether” actordling to tbe 
We or ih the Phe he er be: back 3 
e. The gewaund fome 


* 
f :0 e 
| is. 


e 
the Korcbs 8 x, Mernb ef conveying to us the 
Spirit 1s; poet, that e sr ta 


1 4 
re. 


* Fi. E 
Thins uo to be conſider'd, which 2 
has > hers, f. 135. That rb (viz. that 

there is, none Perſon in the God head] was underſtood 
Ade 2 Jews, und wg e Part of their Faith, I can 
th Mk Reafon for this, ahlefs'we 1 ould depend upon 
Teſtimomies of Gal:ainas,- which 1 don t 

= 


, of any Who-arc well filled in 
ulrjes ck to gh; ret? Re content! my felf here, 


1 Bull, who ſpeaks thus: 
dd this." ro ſetvationz' namely, tha 


585 Faß a great 3 in the firſſ/ Ages be⸗ 3 


5 Elie 8 bare the. _— charg givg 4» 
4 * 1 80 ChrifOwirh the Ea - 
: : 115 — ones: to 
8825 6 e Diatogue 
a N „ fs ; 8 — ” i the Pre: 2 

. hatilg,” atd a bin its,” "And -ednoernIng; the 

N le Siet? Life, be sey Tis certain, | 
"they did tholt'6f- very;meanly-comcern- 
ing their M4, High be was! teribe 4a mere 
110 > 2 a that when: N bada 


te e hei 


5 Ces = > 

2 but f r W drektaſe of his fs A 
bo A bell Ba viour- urged + them with this 
7 David in the Spirit call hm 


5 my Lord, die? F David thers 
1 Lord, A 171 bir Sy! TL * kick . I 
not ene of Ns Phariſees enuld make any Ar 

: for Ft certainly, 1s th Phiayi *5 had amscp ind 3 
houg t of ahe ivinity- of the Mf, they 2 
75 have readily\folved BY Difficulty ; for they 
five faid, Chet” was the Son of David, 3 
to'the Tien 4 2 Lord accodding to hi | 
Ar. Lg Carbol, p. 16, Ge. 'l 


His gth, 5 h ach * hav 
len my 0 55 it t n £7 55 


in his Name: ld xt is 2 of. Kill. 10 

of, our ; A Tus , 55 45 rey Love of God, 955 Fr 
neo of ole Hh Holy Ghbeſt,. be with yen all, Amen. Hef 
This is a męſt —— Addreſs to God, Father, Son, ! 8 
Ghoſt. But that ought to have been proved, „8 
indeed run thus, O Lord Jeſus Chriſt, let th | 
be extended to all thy People; O God us th 
« Love, and Rl pag, afford 5 why 5 Bur 
on it would have een to s Fur 

this 15 ſo far from being, the Caſe, that ra: ther” 
theſe Perſons is dreck or ſpoken to. The Apoſth 
was not ſpeaking to God. but to the Corinthians, 3s 
is plain, by his ſaꝶ ing, with you. U. Mis plainther 
that this is pr verry. to be Folger 4 as a Wiſh for 
their having t K Fraygt 11 If it be ſaid, Does nut 

this implya King of Prayee? 1 far does; but deny 

that hereby Ab 10 that th e äche 4 

theſe ſeveral Perſons Lay" 7. 

praying. ad 7 Frag lay, Ma 4 ay the how ly Joe 8 (harp 7 . 


me, witho 3 to 19. Pray to chem a 

like 3 17 y pray, that the Communion of 

Holy Ghoſt .ma vouch/afed, hen my i rh 4 
directed only . our heavenly Father, x gives is - 
Holy Spirit tothem that ask him. 


This ao{wers likewiſe wihas healledges,p. 136. "Hom 
Rev. i. 4. tho I muſt needs ſay, I ſhould be lade fee 
a ſolid ee of Mr. . % 4 Medes Arguraents in 
— Kent 1 . , to hy even Spirus before e 

be ſeven Angels... = [ cannot hüt here 
bee r. Baxter was of the ſame Opinion; and 
1 ales t e Words thus: © I Joby ſend 14 be i. a 

8 * W 5 from Ge 12 
*:(the greueg AR dane om al 
$ . 55 44 f 8 Notes: 2 eh 5 
4 Angels (a9 not the. 3 Shaft ſeven Grac 
that is 18 5 is al gel urs 


FEES EE 
edt ers Ty: bo hom 


their a 
&-pa Argument api can be urg'e 35 
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8: * Chriſt. 
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Holy Gh6R's being in like Manner mention'd in the 


Apottolical Benediction: 


Mr. E. has another Argument, p. 137, 138. from two 
Texts where he thinks the Holy Ghoſt is pray'd to, 
2 Theſſ., iii. 5. The Lord dirif your Hearts into the Love of 
Sed, «nd inte the patient Wairing for Chriſt. He argues, 


that if che Lord kad fignified the Father, he would 


have. Haid, into the Love , bimſelf ; if it had ſigniſied 
Chriſt, he would have ſaid, into the patient Waiting for 
bimſehf; ſince therefore the Expreſſion is improper 
either Way, the Lotd muſt ſignify the Holy Ghoſt. 
In like Manner he urges, 1 Theſſ. ili. 12. And the Lord 


* 


male yon to increaſe, to the Engl be may eſtabliſh your Hearts 3 
unblameable before God, even our Father, ar the coming of our 
Lor 277 hit. Saint And it ſeems here 43 
muſt.  Impropriety of Language, unleſs theſe "I'exts i 

5 | his Manner. To the like Purpoſe he 
urges, f 135. that Jehova is ſaid to bave. rained Fire | 
{rom Jehovah, Gen. xjx. £4: to prove there is more than 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt with. 


be underſtood in his Manger. 


from Jebe js 
one Perſon in the Gadbead.”” There are many zealous 
Toanit ata who are aſhain'd of ſuch Arguments, and 


think they diſſerve theit Cauſe, as indeed they un- 
queſſionably do. Among theſe: is the learned Rivet, 
fo treats of it fully in his xcvii Exercirativs on Geneſis. 
He öbſerves that Pareus however he thought it a pious 
Interpretation, doubted whether it were the true aud 
genume. 'That tho“ ſome of the more ancient Fa-. 
thers were for it, yet Auſtin, Jerom, Eucherins, and 
 Chryſaſiom; when they 1 treat of che Text in 


* 7 


Geneſi, don't put this 
" brai 


( 
: here Is no other Im | toptiety of Language than' wh at is 


common in the Bible. x Ning, vill. 1. Ther Solomon } 
| aſſembled tb Eldirs of Iſrael — unto Ng Solomon, that | 


"hp accordi ng” to Mr. "E's Imprôpriery 0 N 7 1 
1 Sams ile 27. The Lord" revialed fü, te Sm elit | 
» + + 6 | — Shilo, L 


Leer uKcaoutatccat oe woDlcÞ} cv... oa” oo. 


1/6, don t put enſe _=_ it; and that many of 
the ES rs School men underitood this to be an He- 
Mm, and a peculiar Phraſe and Elegancy of that 

- Language, to put the. Antectdent inſtead of the Rela - 
tive: He rakes Notice of the Places which the Oppo- 
lets of ibe common DoArine have produced, as I- 
flabeks of the like Hebraiſm: and as he makes no Re. 
Ve them, {6 by his Difeourſe ir ſeems plain, that 

be ibeugbt none ſufßclent could be made. F will trab- © 
ſeribe cem for Mr. Z's Advantage, that he may ſee 


. 


. es rr 8 


4 | ings and Sacvifices, as in obeying the Voice of. the L ora? that 


1 
7 
3 
"I $ 
© 
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Shilo, bythe Word of tig Lord: that is, his own Word, 
Chap. >” 22. Hath the Lord as erear Delight ins Burnt-Offer- 


is, his own Voice. 2 Chron. vii. 2. Aud. the Prigſts | could 
not enter into the: Houſe of the Lord, becauſe the Glory of the 
Lord bad filled the Lord's Houſe : that is, his own Hauſe. 
could my ſelf add more, but. theſe are ſufficient 
from the Old Teſtament. He takes Notice farther of 
what they ſay as to the New Teſtament, uiz. That tho 
the Writers wrote in Greek, yet being themſelves He- 
brews, they retain. this Idiom of their own Language, 
that was ſo familiar to them. So f Cor. 1. 8, 9. S 
that ye come behind in no Gift," waiting for the coming of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who ſoall' alſa confirm you, unto the End, 
that jon may be blameleſs-in the Day of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt : 


har is, in his Day. Lake iii. 19. Herod the Tetrdreh, be- 


ing reproved by. bing for all the Evils. which Hetod bad 
done: that is, which he had done. He farther. takes 
Notice, that not only ſeveral. learned Papiſts have 
giren up this Argument, but that the ſame bas been 
done by Proteſtants. Thus Muſculus ſays, Moſes did 
not ſpeak, of we Lords, and parallels it with that 2 I. i. 
18. The Lord graut unto him that be may find. Mercy of the 
Lord in that Day. Zanchy makes it a Paralogiſm of tht᷑ 
I ritheiſts who would prove the Father and Son to be 
two Fhovabs 37 and ſays, this Paralogiſm is owing. to 
their not underſlanding, that by thifHebraiſm is meant, 
that God did himſelf immediately, and contrary. to 
the Courſe of Nature, with his own outſtretch'd/Arm, 
rain Fire, Se. Mercer ſays, ſtronger Arguments ſhould 
be ufed againſt the Jews, and ſuch as deny the Frini- 
ty : And finally; Calvin ſays, they don't argue ſolidly, 
who from hence would prove a Plurality of Perſons. 
And River adds, he wiſhes they who- uſe theſe Argu- 


ments, would take Care ſo to vindicate the Senſe they 


put upon this/Textagainſt their Adverſaries Objections, 


as that they might have nothing to reply; which, ſays 


he, I have not yet ſeen done by any oſ them, I think 


this is a full Anſwer to what he hap ſajd upon this Head. 
And whereas he ſays, p. 138. Tir ſtrange that. any ſboula 
imagine; that the Holy Ghoſt foould: not deſerve the of 
beg on 'Works 5 er that any foould rafuſe to render it, if he 


dotb-eſerve'it; The Anſwer is eafie 5 he deſerves: the 
Glory due to his Work according to the Wayowherein 
* As 6. 2 id a oe © 


 Troaghne they don't deſerve the Glory of dr un Works or 


. rather than Mr. E 8, whoſe: Principleg Uo much better 


the Worſoip. that is due. te our Savior, Ws 


Mr. 's; for certainly not hing can 
Big Vo e Ferbor | 
- eight Fb the Ser, run ds whey; hene the Father. If this 
dr he Ander the Fathbr's.Commiſlion, muſt 


| (:54:) | 
he works'it..' If he is only. the Father's he 8 
will not * 2 —— * 0 pri- 
mary Author al Work: or to 774 olemnl7 
aſerib d directly to him ſor it. But juſt ſuch an At N 5 
ment may be uſed to. engagt us to aſeribe Glory ta the 
Hely "Angels, who miniſter to us from Gad in protect- 
ing us, Ee. 'Tis ſtrange may it be faid, that ery foould Þ 


that un y \/bould refuſe to rnider it, if they da deſerveit, 
Me. F. ask d Mr. E. what "4 meant be ſaying le 
Are Three are repreſruted as baving the fag glorious Per. © 
ions 3 and put it to him, whether Telt-Exiſtence Þ 
was not, as Archbiſhop Ti{losſor acknowledges, a Per. 
peep eculiar_ to che Father. He does not give, 2 
direct Anſwer to this. I therefore defire him that he 
would ſuy, whether to be from none, or to he ahſolute- 
ly underlved, be not a Perfection; and if it be, Whe- 
Kir be not peculiar to the Father. Mit. E. takes it 
for granted without Proof, that the San. and } Spirit 1 
have the Perfections of the Father; hut it ſeems plan 
to me, chat abſolute Goodneſs, Matth. xix, 49. ſolute 
Holmeſs; Rev. xv. 4. are Ferfections hat belong only 
to one Perſon ; and ſo abſolute Wiſdam belongs to that 
one God to whom we aſcribe Glory theo' Jeſus Chriſt, 


F 


n $24 on 6» 2,431 Ml 
Mr. P. ask'd whether the as, Jahn v. 23. That all 
NA bond honour the Son, | even, A giry bencer the 
Father, denotes an e Honour? and argued it 
could not. Mr. E. tells him with his dſual Pragmz. 
ricalneſs P. 14. that {ome of bis Racovian Friends have 3 
thonghr-ſo: And why ſhould they be called his Friends 


A ww e 4% 1 SY on f — Ar . WE in 


be ciring-Authors, to believe that they or any of them 
day we are to worſhip: Chriſt as the'Cbisf Monarch and 
Lora of al i , iT fee their own Words. 4. 4 4 
Heſchinks it Mr. Ps Miſteke, that he: jndgines tba: 


Father's Cima, If this be 2 


ö „ Inn v. A2, 23> The. | 20 
but harb "eaommerered all Judgment . to the:gSon dt A Mes 


it not be 


MM eas 4+4 Aa,» mon » = 


If 
_ 
2 


LT |. 

ame, which is above every Name: that ar the Name of vu 
eviry Knee ſhould bow, of Things in Heaven, and Thimgs in 
Earth, and: Things under the Earth, and that tvery Tongue | 
ſoould confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is Lord, to the Glory f God i 
the Farber. The Argument from this Text Mr. E. 
either did not, or would not underſtand; and ther- 
fore I will endeavour to give him a View of it, in theſe | 
Propofitions: 1. That this is ſpoken conterning him 
who was in the Form of God, v. 6. and conſequently re- 


1 lates to his divine Nature; which is a clear Evidence 
"I that he was not the fupreme unchangeable God, who 
+ is not 2 of any proper Humiliation or Exalta- * 
5 tion. 2. That this Exalting him is not his own Act, 
Nat bur God's, even the Father's. 3. That the Name here 
0 fighifies the Authority which he bas, according: to 
' | 2 27, 22. Heb, i. 4% C. That he that was in 
5 the Form of God, had not of himſelf an original 
1 Right to this Authority, but obtained it by the Gift of 
oi another, even the Father; there being no Room for a 
5 Gift of that which waz a Perſon's own Property before. 


5. That the metaphorical Expreſſion of bowing the Kut, 
muſt 'fignify the Subjectien that all Creatures are put 
in to him, and the religious Homage and Reſpe& 
| | which the reaſonable Part of them ought to pay him, 
it 1 e out by this Expreſſion, 
that every Tong confeſs” that Jeſus Chriſt is Lord. 
6. That be that was in L nx and was 
firft humbled, and then exalted, and had this Name 
. given him, was not himſelf the ultimate Object or 
End of this Subject ion and religious Homage, or Wor. 

. ſhip ; but that it had a farther and higher Reference, 

even to the Glory of God the Father, who: exalted | 

7 him, gave him this Name, for his own Gloty, 28 the 


ultimate Endof it; as it is indeed of zll Things elſe. 
Ind this is all that is meant by ſupreme and ſubordi | 


2 —_— ; ſupreme Worſhip is that which has no 
| ether or higher Reference than to the Object to | 
i Which it is paid, as is the Caſe when we worſhip the 
h her; ſubordinate Worſhip is that which does not 

| terminate upon the Object to whom it is immediately 
"*Þaid, but has a farther and higher Reſpect to another 
ject, as is the_Caſe when we wor 


| | ip: Chriſt, in 

'Cbedience to the Cormand, t the Glory of God 

The Father. And I can't but think Mr. P. bi — 
f 3 


'' 41 ; 
* | — 
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Reaſon to ſays. * If both Kinds are not mentian'd 
WON it 79 Rc be 21 778 60 alt to nr e for Fg: 


+ Wards RE Hegel to ſeg ; 
1 12 8 and 55 Account 4 


CIT but, I muſt let „Ko mh YR 
little regard "his Sci 1 6 Which, 5 1 
1 Phe wl ly repeating. I shall t abe notice 
be here ſays; and as 1 ſhew 800 
ern us chen be dicour es P. 144. That thi 
70 1 to the 27 Judgment, is clear what the 
is another Pls ace, Viz, Rom. Kiv. 30, 11, 12. 
th here puts jt aut of all Doubt, that what 
15 xlv. 22, 23 · of the great Jehovah, that. glorious'God 
beſides ubam there is none #5 juftly applicable to our Bi. 
Kier. The Faflage refer 4 Mr. E. in. 
Romans is this: Me ſpall all Rand before abe 


RE 


ft. For it i A As ] tive jor Lord, a 
4 ball bow x 75 rvery Longe ogll 5 to. 80 ; 
So chen every a e 0 


Tae euer K fte dre n the eclates c 
the Goal Jud 1 he it _ Is F Alte 
will . 2 


in the A e 271 $M 
Homage that is!thep to 
[6 woods 2 with 3 
t 22 

bee. the Fete che el Jud Tame 95 15 : 

ſee the v. Are a are lertion 8, 
of ahe Gaal EF Feeney imply: it ; I. 4a 
and 3f | anderfiend the Apoſtles » bis e 14 

2 


. 48 a ET nfexence from h 
Words { the Sal His Argument ſtands thu 


1 mifakengr: God bas ſworn that every Kaee ſha 
wiobims which it is ever pen that and In 1 
10 do; hoe be. nll mil erin 8 
1 exery Kd wb boy to him. | 
and Gs do nat be . | 


G 
Braphes ant che 

py Ae 
zins rn. 
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« through the whole World; and it is your wileſt 
« Courle therefore tocome wi ingly i unto me, v. 22. 
* Rem. xiv. IT. where the Apoltle zpplyeth it to the 
© laff Judgment, and Chriſt's Power ind Authority, | 
that then ſhall be manifeſted and * by him; 
+ which tho' it be not the main Drift of God's Speech 
© i@this Place, yet it is therein necefſarily included“ 
Mr. E. is miſtaken when, he fuppoſes the 0 ; 
ſpeaks. of Chriſt as the great Jehovah, who ſpeaks by 
the Prophet. Tis plain that he that there 8 1 
is but one Perſon; Hear rhe Words in the Place Mr. E. 
refers to: Look unto me, and be ye ſaved, all the Ends of » 
the Earth ; for I am God, and there is none elſe, I har 
ſuorn by my (elf, tbe Word is gone out F my Mouth in 
Righteouſneſs, and ſball not return ; that unto me every Knt: i 
Hall bow, every Tongue ſball ſwear. Do not the I, mr, my | 
' Mouth, my ſelf, demonſtrate that it is but one Perſon that 
ſpeaks'? If then Chriſt is the Perſon that ſpeaks, he is 
od, and the Father is not; if the Father is the Per. 
m that ſpeaks, he is God, and Chriſt is not. 
. But it may be ask'd : If Chriſt is not that he who | 
ſpeaks in the Prophet, how can the Apoſtle from 
his Words infer that we muſt Rand before the Judg. 
ment Seat of Chriſt? The Anſwer is obvious: If he 
Tould infer, as I have ſhown he might, a Judgment in 
<general, tis plain by the ney that this Jedgtivnr,| | 
6p be no other than that by Chriſt Jeſus; ecauſe it 
*thence appears, that the Father himſelf immediately 
-Judgeth no Man, but hath committed all Judgment to 
Telus. z and will judge the World only by Chriſt 


| JELIUS, 7 ; N | 
Mr. E. to have the Text wade pluja in our Senſe, | 
thinks, p. 145. it ſhould have been ſaid, We muſt worſhip 8 
the Father with ſovereign, and the Son with ſubordinate Mor. 
bib. But is it not equivalent, when it deſcribes the | 
[Worſhip of the latter as ſubordinate to that of the 


Oe. b. took Notice that Mr. E. feed per ip allow | 
Mr. P. took Notice that Mr. E. ſeem" to allow 
that the Father is to be conſider d as the e 
Object of all our 'Worſhip, as has been commonly 
Held. Mr. E. neither denies this to have been the 
Execnpon binde Chinge the Aﬀemblybroaghr again 

tes upon him the Charge the Affembly b ta | 
others, that they had made a Change in the 00928 of i 


Wor- 
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Worſhip, and that not only eonſidering Wor ſhip a- 


common Practice. nn "J7 3094-005 WE LIITTS een e 

t was ſuggeſted from Mr. Z's Words, that he ſeemd 
to hold that Chriſt merely in his humane Nature ie 
the only ae and this he do's not conttadict. 


If I were diſpoſed: to imitate his abufive Wey, I. 
might here inſult him for his Pepiſb Notion. When 
Turretine propoſes that Queſtion, An Chriſtus fit Media- 
tor ſecundum utrumg ue Naturam? He anſwers, Affrmatur 
contra Pontificios; and preſently treats it as a Pepiſb 
Error: But I {pare him. 2 205 $6 7 
Mr. P. farther queried of him, Whether thro* 
© one Mediator, however conſider'd, and by the one 
© Spirit, we have acceſs to the Son and Holy Choſt 2, 
Tuns added: If this be Mr. E's Notion, I ſhall be 
© glad to ſee his Scripture Evidences for itz and 1 
© beg him ta be clear in producing them. He nei- 
ther denies this ta be his Notion, nor ſo much as 
roduces one Scripture for it: WMhence I conclude, he 
bas formed ſuch à Notion of Chriſtian Worſhip, as 
he is not able to produce one Text for. But let me 
go on with Mr. B's Argument: © But if on the con- 
©trary, in all our Wor ip the 8on is conſider d. as 
a Mediator conſtituted by the Father, in order to 
our coming to the Father by him; and if the Holy 
© Ghoſt is conſider d as Chriſt's Agent, by whoſe gi 
we are inabled to come to the Father by Chris 
© and we come to Chriſt, or the Spirit by the 
© Father, or thro' the Son, 'tis. plain then, all our 
© Worſhip do's terminate upon the Father.“ This ig 2 
plain Appeal to the Language and Scheme of the 
Scripture, and may paſs for a Demonſtration, ſince 
Mr. B. pretends; not from the Seripture to contradict. 
it, that all our Worſhip is tetminated in the Father, - 
and conſequently, that whatever Worſhip is given to 
any other Being muſt be ſubordinate; © Let Man. 
now, if he can, confute any Part of the Evidanes - 
And if he cannot, let him yield the Concluom He 
cannot be a fair Diſputant, unleſa he: do's oneral ta; 
ther; _ Inſtead gf producing one fingle Text ſat this - 
Notion, without Which, all he ſays is imperrivient;;” 
he thus endeavours; to retort it upon Mr. F. N 46. 
And ſeeing Mr. P. ſpeaks Father, as the pri, 
9K. ; H 2 Creator, 


(6) 
Coraters Uholdev, Rader, and: Sanffifiet, I canit't ſet 
why i» ſoonld; as NM. P. fuggpſts, p. 625 be more im 
in us, than it is in bim, to addreſs our Saviour, au the Ho, 
„ as be dbein the Father. Mr. f. faid nothing, 3 
whether it were mbproper ; bur only, whether it were 


unſtelpteral. If ut to the Father, by the Afpftence 
of the! Pak = 8 if be be the primary Santinen; 
ohy- Mayn't te, with aße ſame N te the Holy i 
Ghoſt, 7 1b Afftance-of the Holy Ihoft?: Ne dsubt, you Þ 
may, if you have any. Seri Nule for it, as: yow i 
y have not. We apply to the Father, by that 
Aſſiſtance he gives us, not immediately, but by the 
Holy Ghoft, and the acceſs we have by the Holy 
Gheſt; is nevet repreſented to be ultimately to any i 
other; an to the Father. Nor have we any Dite- | 
Fön te pray tothe Holy Ghoſt to aſſiſt us, but to 
- ptayt the Father, to give us his Spirit. And where 
is iet fat the Father 1s ſpoken of, as' tho we were Mi 
te come to the 80 or Spirit by him; as yet he ougbht 
ts bez if the Spirit were as p y as the Father, 
the ultimate Object be Term of our coming? Aud ſo, 
f dtcoraling to My; P. we «apply tui ahbe Father as primary - 
Noble mer why mam t tte at ul apply to the $61, as redeem- if 
ing ub by hit own 'Mev;?: Ne Qoabr, we do apply: to- 
the Sen, as redeeming us by his own; Merits, and we 
app to the Father: as the primary Redeemer, who 
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} em his Sen te redeeni us. But if Mr. E. would 
hate did any Thing to enervate Mr. Fs Argument, he 
ſhoal& have put his Query, concerning ngt @ Redeemer,” i 
bur à Mediaror ; for his Argument conſiders Chriſt on- 

i ly. us Mediator. Now no one confiders the Father, 

7 as the primary Mediator, he being nv Mediator ac all. 

| 3 Bar Mr. Bs. Notion Iimplies one or t'other of theſe 
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(6) | 
And thus J have fully vindicated our 1 | 
| his frirolous Objections; and tho I will pot anſwer _ 
far Me. P. pet 1 will frankly own, that if ever aur 
Advetſaries can prove, that ne formal . | given 
in Scripture for our wartipping Chriſt is his original 
Right to it, or any Thing but the Gift of the Fa. 
ther, 1 will yield the whole Cauſe, and turn Sabelliam 
again: But I muſt needs ſay, I have little Proſpe& 
o this, till, L-ſee better; Arguments in Mr; E's, 
which to me appear with ſo little Air of Probability, 
that I cannot but wonder, how he can believe them 
himſelf. ee 4 
Mr. E. p.137. treats again of the Genuineneſs of , // 
that diſputed Text, 1 John v. 7. He wants more ſubſtan. / 7. 
tial Grounds. than be bas. yet. ſeen, for diſcarding it. 1 
cann't tell. what can be more ſubſtantial, than what 
bas been produced upon this Head. And indeed, that ? 
ll Controverſy: ſeems now at an End, Mr. E har ſhown, ,/; 
tat Biſhop Burner did not believe it to be Authentick, 
nd there. is 2 great Deal more Evidence of it in his 
Lee. The. Negative Evidence the Biſhop menti- 
ons, the Silence of the Fathers concerning this Text, 
Jia their. Diſputes with the: Ariant and Maredonians, is 
„. clear Evidente, they found it not in the Copies theß 
bad of the New Teitament, and affords Reaſon to 
think, it was foiſted in afterward. If what Mr. Poof 
gays be true, yet unleſs Biſhop Purwer believed it to 
ve true, be muſt ſtill be thought againſt the Text. 
hat let us bear what Mr. Poo! ſays: Tt war tſed by 
MA thanafius: % prove bis, Opinion, By-this it appears, 
ich what Care Mr. E. looks after ſubſtantial Grounds. 
U. Had he look'd into Dr. Ai upon the Text, as one 
rould think. every Man ſhould, - who would aufe 
Which Side has the more ſubſtantial Grounds, he 
„would hare ſeen that the Dr. when he was pleading, 
| 1 that the Text is Authentick, yet 18 forced to acknow- 
edge, + That ungut never makes Uſe of this Text 
in any of his genuine Writings s no not in thoſe, 
dende Aria the I 


arm he dcn the the Divinity 
* of Ckriſt, and the Holy Ghoſt, and the Doctrine of 


© the Tri rogetherall the Arguments he 
* could paſſibly meet with. Should: not theo Mr, E-have 
eximined, whether-Mt, Poo''s Author did not 3 

pon his Render, by referring to ſprae ſpur; * 


(#) | 


of Aabenaſins? This he nn ght eafily have found 46 be 
tte true State of n 42 it happens, Mr. 
Foo! referb to the Place thus: Et Athanaſſus, lib. 44 
Theo itum, de unita Heitat TMinit ats? Which is z 
Treatiſe, Which none of the Criticks allow to be Grit. 
N ten by ' Athanaſms. Belktmive thinks, tu as written in WM 
Latin, and not turn d out of Greek, * De Stripr;” Keel. p. 
107. Combefis, Garner; and Du Pin, alk agree, it was 
never writ by Athanaſius; and the fame ia the Judg. | 
menr of the Pronflant: Criticks, a6 Ku Medill, Part 
TH. p. 6. Rever, Critic 8ace; 5. 1105. Dr. Cube, Hi. 
ſtor. Liter. p, 147. And Dr. Mills upon this Place in 
John. And the two laſt of theſe agree, that the Au. 
thor of theſe Books wis N Tepſengſis an Author, 
ho lived toward the latter End of the Vth Century, 
and as worthy to be the' firſt Finder of 'rhis!Fext, 26 
_— the Author of the Ahangſimn Creed. And Dr. | 
ve, and Dr. Mills both agtee, chat he was the Au. 
thor of the orher Piece axtributed to Irbaiins:ot IAdaria, iN 
* Clarus Mr. Peof's Author, and Mr. E. whoſe two 
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Bu: 
Fi 'Wirn are but one Perſon, and he of no Account, a 
1 Twill' t in Mr. E. to exanine ibis Matter f 
20 a Intle farther before he talks any more abdut it. . 
1 He would it 5 Goats; that Mr. P. had inveypreted the 0 
Scriptures that ſpeak of « our Saviour's being God, and the Crea- N 
tor of all Things, as 7 10 more than u God by Office, ol 
d a metaphorical, improper Creation.” As far as I can * 
And, this is a falſe Charge. Mr. P. has not, that I WW; 
have obſerved, ever ſaid, that Chriſt is onA God by WW; 
Office; he may think with Mr: Robazſes, he i 
called God in ſome Texts upon that Account: But it 5 
- do's not follow, that he thinks he is never in any. o- C 
Ml - : thers called: ſow another Account; - Nor has he e. le 
1 ver ſpoken, as fat as 1 remember of his being a me- u 
wi taphorical Creator. He -Plainly ſeeme do thin him Mh. 
10 - 3 proper Creator, but by a Power derived from the 
|= Palier:. —— what 1 1 — there abe 1 inter . 
100 n ext, that a were malle him, | 
f il bros ene: of God's s appoining him Muir of all 2 1 
10 pointment would be ſuperfſuous, if Mr. Es 
Fl Nocte be juſt. His Right 25 Heir of alf /Things, B. 
"Fil Is —— yn ted to his making them, but to rhe. Ap- i 
bY 1 i him, who made them by _ 1 K. who Br 
15 5 | at diſpoſe of. TW 
Fl * What 
yi * | | 


(83) 
What Mr. E. ſays of Heſ. xi. 1. com ed with | 
eh; 1H: 15. is, 1 dare. Ft no —— II | 
Mr. p, He ought to have made it plain. from the / 
Prophet, that he had any Reſpect at all to our Sav- 
dat fince the Evangeliſt makes it an expreſs Prophe- 
ſy concetning him. If he will once allow of ſuch dou- 
die Senfes of Scripture, be will render it very uncer- 
can. For why may not another Man ſay, that other 
Texts have doublg- Senſes, and belong, for Inſtance, 
tly20-Chriſt,' Md more fully to God, as well as. 
e ſay df that in Hoſea, that it bad ſome. Reference to the 
Jews but bad its full Arcompliſbment when. Chriſt came ont 
J For my own Part, I allow: of, no ſuch 
ble Senſes, when any Text of the Old Teſta ent 
iu thus brought; as à Preof of any Thing ; nor do . 
think it cdald be allowable; to interpret any Texts tha 
ſpeak of Chiift, as uſingthe Stile o him.whom he re-.. 
reſentiz if it were not. juſtified by the nile: of the 
Ber tures in other Places. 
1 any ns Notice of his Argument, from 
the Crvil of the Jerws,: John v. 18. He has another, 
r. 168. When our Saviour. bad ſaid,. 1 ard | Father 
are One ; the Jews would have toned him for Blaſphe- 
my, and making himſelf equal with God, Jobs x. 30, 


= 


&c, Mr. E. ſays, Our Saviour allows that their Tuference 
was juſt, that whar be had ſaid, was ſufficient x good 
t 


the Alegarion that be zar God : But he bud by no means 
or the Inference they would draw from it, that therefore, 
Wb muſt be 4 Blaſphemer 3 but appeals to his Works to prove 
ebe 1 bis Perſon, and wy one with the Father, v. 
37, 38. This is his Miſtake. The Jews Cavil againſt 
nim here, was much upon the ſame Ground as tha 
= Chap. v. that he, ſpoke 6f God as his Father, and cal- 
Nied himſelf the Son of God; Our Saviour, plainly . 
WF underſtood it thus, as zppears by. the Way, in Which 
he expreſſes the: Charge they brought againſt him. 
v. 36. Say ye of bim, ubom the Father bath ſayftified, an- 
ent into the 2 „Tben  blaſpbemeſt, becauſe I aid, I am 
i 2 Snef Gid ? Now how 1 85 Saviour DE; thay 
arge 's ' he, as: Mr. E. pre „ . allow that 
they inferr'd rightly, that he made k im{elf, God? 
By no Means: Hear his: Anſwer, v. 34. Jeſus anſwered 
eben, It it. net written i your, Law, I ſaid, Ye are Gods? 
if be called. chem Gods,” nd om the Word of Cod cave, 
ths © | ES a 
s a 


| I Mou eafily have underſtood ſo — a Text. 4 


any * ing to ſhew that Connection, and 1 cant per. i 


(64) 
cannot be broken Say ye of him, hom t,. 
Father bath' fied,” and ſent into the World, Ibo blaſpb. 
meſi, breaufe ' ſaid, I am the Sun of G The Text our 
Saviour refers to, is, Pſal. Ixxxii. 6. I have ſaid, ; 
ave Gods, and all of you Sous of the moſt Hligb. Our Savi. | 
our might have ly confuted them by tbe latter | 
Title; bur he 'do's it more ſtrongly by the other, 
which ſounds 72 ater. And thus his Aulwer js to 
be unde is not Blaſph mp fag of Men, 
that is, of Magiſtrates who had J Commiſſien from 
God, that they were not only Sons of God, but that 
they were Gods, this appears from your own. Law, i 
wherein ( himſelf f aks to hem under that Title; 
and t it could be no Blaſphemy in me, ho 
Raye received from God a much more extra 3 
miſſion than they had, if L had uſed chat higber 
and called my ſelf à God ; and wich, leſs 4 
25 1 bes emy in ne, when I only Haid: I 8 
| the-So n of God. One would think a Man of ia of lo goes 1 
the So in ally Scriptures, as Mr. E. s to i 


and the Sri are 


beware that hg don't ſo frame our Saviour: 

Anſw hay in clearing himſelf of Blaſphemy, as will 
Smpeach bim of f , who ſpeaks in the: Halm he WH 
cites. © © 
"Mc. E. ſays, P. * "Tisevidene that it 65 pet. ü. 1.] 
Ks ro our Saviger, if we confider bow tit couneBed with Wi 
what is ſaid in the} Charter. But he has not aid 


e it, and - 85 ſee a better Reaſon, ſhall  acquieſce 

b that given by Dy. Tg for applying it ice the 

ther. However, fince Mt. 7 - argued upon the Sup. 

135 of 5ts belonging 20'the' Son, I wall do Grads KB 
* "I B 22 what 2 1 —— © 

t of any f efjential to the Parjon aud . 

22 of of the Redunmer, they really deny the Lord that though = 

. — ee 


und lay open to 4 ſwift Dankes. 
e S the let us not unmtreiſullyß 
fora; R is certainly effengial co 
dle 7 Perlen; 1 Offices of che Redeemer, chat he be | 
a Being or eb t. diftin® foom the Facher; if he ü 
ſo; or that gde be the ſame Being or Spirit with che ; 
Father, if he is 10? but fall, cherefore, all who * 4 


We (65 
of Dr. Serlock's Opinion, damn all that are of DF. 
South's ? Or they them? Is Mr. E. ſure that he is 


he denies nothing eſſential, to the Perſon and Offices 
of the Redeemer, when he denies that his Perſon is 
either a Being, or a Modus of a Being? Happy is it 


ciful Judge, who will not judge us in this ſevere Man- 
ner: I thank God I abhor ſo diſhonourable a Thought 
of him who is Love, and whoſe Ways and Thoughts, I 
mean of Goodneſs and Mercy, are higher than ours, as the 


when we ſpeak of Goll, uſe more Caution, and ſay, 
that Men are only guiley of damnable Hereſy, when 
they deny what God has made it eſſentially neceſſar) 
for them to believe, concerning the Perſon and Of- 


Teachers among Chriſtians 3 ſome that profeſſed the Chriſtiax 
Religion, and in Words, oun d Chriſt to be the Saviour of the 
Werld. Dr, Whitby, from ſome Expreſſions uſed con- 
cerning them, doubts this, and thinks it © probable they 
© once proteſs'd the Chriſtian Faith, tho' after they 
© revolted from it, or introduced ſuch DoQrines of 
« Perdition, as fundamentally deſtroy'd the Faith 
which they profeſs'd.” Nor can there be any Doubt, 


WT c£.ac while Men continue in Words to own Chriſt” to 


d be the Saviour of the World, they may yet deny him. 
Alf theſe Teachers were ptofeſs'd Chriflians, they cer- 
W:azinly deny'd Chriſt by their abominable Wickedneſs. 
10 which Purpoſe is the marginal Reading of the 
Jad Verſe, agreeably to many good Copies and Ver- 
bons, 4nd many ſpall follow their laſcivious Ways, which 


. F ſuits what he ſays of them, v. 10. That they walk'd 


er the Flo in the Luft of Unncleaxeſs, and nuny other 
Expreſſions there are, to ſet forth their abominable 
1 mpiety in the 12th and following Verſes of the Chap. 


, rer. Mr. E. indeed treats Mr. P. as tho” he were a 


Man of no Religion; but I bope he has no Evidence 
P his being chargeable with any ſuch Immoralities, 
hat ſhould prove his denying Chriſt in Reality, while 
ne ond him in Words: But that this Treatment is. 
dw ing to the abundant Zeal he has for a Party, which- 
he was willing to, ſerve this Way, as more effectual 
han any other he could _ Such general TR = 

? thele 


* 
. 


ſafe, according to his own Rule of Judging, and that 


both for him and me, that we have to do with a” mer ·—· 


Heavens are higher than the Earth. Let us therefore, 


Ped 


fices of the Redeemer. Mr. E. fays : They were falſe 


- theſe are of very little uſe, to determine any religi- | 


ous Controverſy, tho! they are eaftly apply'd by an 
1225 that has Weakneſs and Cont lence | enough to 


© Mr, E. Gays, f. 119. Barely to own this [that Chriſt 
is the 8 i the. ord) i 1 NN Whilſt any 


daa N. Chriſt to be their own Maſter, God and Lord, 
Jude v. 4. Toy worey Sohn dei, x; Toy Kugior 'Huoy i 
Her gd d ˙˙, and that this is agreeable to our t 
Tanſtatian, where x}, which very often ſignifies even, _ 2 

nd. 


Hat 5 0 Reference to another Perſe on, is render'd a 


t Dr. Whitby, when he is pleading againit this ren. I 
ring of the Text, Judges that. Ge ranſlators fa- Y 
vour A the other, His Words are : * And ſeeing the 
Wort is never elſewhere aſcribed to Chriſt, 


I thiak our Verſion, which puts the Comma after 
. God; is without Exception.” The only Thing that 
cay be pleaded for this rendering, is that the Ty be- 
ing not ſet before KH, tis agreeable enough to the 
Greek Language, to render the x} even. Now this I i 
readily grant; but I think that is not a ſufficient i 
ugs for an Argument. If Mr. E. will prove 
from this Text, that Chriſt is our only Maſter, God, 
and Lord, he muſt prove, not only that the Words 
may be ſo render d, but that they cannot be render-d 
otherwiſe, Now this he neither has, nor can do. Dr. 
#bizby has taken Notice of ſome Places where the Ar- 
tiele and are uſed in like Manner, tho' the x; cannot 8 
berender'd enen. But fince ſuch a Neceſſity is plead- i 
ed for rendering the & here, and Tie. ii. 13. by enen, 
and not by «rd ; I ſhall take the Liberty to ſet down 
a few more Places, which will ſhew the Weakneſs of 
the Argument. Thus the Chief Prieſts, the Scribes d. 
and Phariſees, which are diftingu;ſh'd ſometimes by il 
the 'Article repeated, at others, have one Article in 


——_ 


common, when it would be unreaſonable to render F 


, 


the x; ever, and to make them the ſame. Thus Mat. 
xx. 18. The 


The Son of Man fhall be deliver'd, ro; | 


(6) 
75 amermir d, — Foul ard. Barnabas, and, certain othin 
ae, 70 Jerufaletn, d Te; Aer & 
2e, 20 40 les, aud (not even] the Elders 3 
and therefote, v. 4; 6. they te called i mb 4 
oj erg reęoi. To make it as ſhort as L can let the — 
der judge, how theſe following Places will ſound, if 
we make this our Rule in Tranflating. 1 Cov. Xi. 27. 
He ball be guilty of the Body, even the Blood of tb Lord. 
Erl. i. 20. And are . Nu. 1 75. f, of the 


file even the ye ip. i. 19. This ful 


turn to my Salvation even #he Supply of 
tbe ꝙirit of Jeſus Chrift. Se ly this Prayer was one 


2 and the Supply of the Spirit another, Rev. 
. 9. 1» the Kingdomgeven the Patience of Jeſus Cbviſt, eb. in. 
© | 15: And the four Anyels were looſed, who were prepared for an 
Har, even a Day, and a Month, and a Year, Ch. xiv. 7. 
And worſhip bim who bath made the Earth, even thi Sta. 
could eaſily produce Abundance more Ex — 
to the ſame Purpoſe ; but I fuppoſe theſe are ſu 
ent, Now if in any, or all of theſe, tis — 
neceſſary, to, taxe the x) not to ſignify even ; what 
becomes of our Adverfary Argument, that it muſt 
ſignify even, Jude, v. 4. and Tir. ii. 1222 

No doubt ne that calls Chriſta Saviour, and yet fays 
WF we are to be ſaved by the 5 . hreouſneſs of the Law, 
IF and not by Chriſt, — his Profeſſion : but 
bat do's this concern us? Do we ſet up any other 
FF Saviour ? Certainly we preach not any other than the 

true Goſpel; ſince that never ſays, any more than 
e, chat Chriſt has the ſame Perfeions with the 


Father. 
Mr. E. has done me the Hondur, 5. 1745 an whe fel 2 


Notice of my third Propof tion. This is ſo extraor- 
= dinay a Favour, notwithſt —_ he pretends to an- 
wer all that is material in — Propoſitions, that 
would not be civil in me, wholly to e ee bes ie 
e ocherwiſe, he gives me no great Occafion to fay 
ay oe about it. The Paſſage is fingular; and there- 
fore 1 will 'trarifctibe it. Nor bath ke [Mr .J. | 
t, in bis Anſwer to me, to ler 9 Kew, how we can Weokd 
with Bing rhe Lovr, Worſpip and Olde, thi aft dur #0 
7 288 an Fare; er leb is the 
une, at chniphebending, Fark, G; 4 Get, and ai 
I wer ib our Salvation ; . i - r 
2 


God ever comprehends more than one Perſon; nor 


ture, put a Difference in the Reſpect we are to pay Þ 
"they bear to God, that is the Reaſon of that ReſpeR i 
: 222 che Spirit of God. I need not ſay more here of 


which he bad not mention d before, and therefore 1 


' confeſs I never could intirely ſatisfy my ſelf concern 


do 


An 


(8) J 


f theſe Propeſitions, in a Letter to me, The Father of ar L il 

ſus Chriſt, it alone the true God. I wonder how he came 
to put in that Explication, which is a begging the 

Kion » he can't but know we deny the Term 


has he been able to produce Evidence to the contrary. 
When we ſpeak of God as our Creator, Redeemer, 
and Fanctifier, we ſpeak only of the Father. So that 


this wonderful Difficulty is none at all to us. Mr. E. E , 
: mayn't how it, aud yet there may be a real Difference 3 
between the Love, N onſbip, and Obedience we are to pay 
to each Perſon reſpectively. And certainly if the Fa- 


ther is, according to the Scriptures, the original Cauſe 


of our Salvation, and the Perſon who imploys the Son & 
and Spirit to bring it about, this muſt in its own Na- 4 


to theſe. Perſons : and indeed, tis the ſpecial Relation 
we pay to them, to the one as the Son, and to the « 


The Diſtinction of Worſhip. - x 4 
_ -I paſs over what he ſays, with Relation to the Au. 
thor of the Critical Hiſtory of the Creed, and the Author: 
22 to, by Biſhop Barnet; there is a Mixture of 
o. many "perſonal Matters brought in, that Mr. T. 
cannot well avoid taking Notice of them, and ſo 
N will probably fee them examined by bim. 
eln, 3 en n cr * ‚ AN 
Mr. E. has an Argument from the Benediction, p. 190. 


Mall here take Notice of it. He ſays : Ir deſerves, 1 ; 
#bink, our Obſervation, that. in this Apoftolical Benedifion, i 
Chriſt is firft mention d; which, by the ray, would be ſirang 
aud undccountable, if the Apoſtle had thought him an inferio 4 | 
God. I cant but think this a Difficulty, whether ii 
be capfider'd with Reference to his Scheme, gr mine. 
For doubtleſs according to his, Chriſt is here ſpoken 
of as Mediator, and as ſuch, uſes to be own'd, by the 
moſt ſtify Orthodox, to be inferior to the Father. 1Þ 


ing this, either when J wag in the common Opinion 
Diff. p. 32. Is as good. as any I have ſeen : but if that 
2 ſatisfy, I dare not build > Dodtrine ſo impor-i 


{ 
| 
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unt in it ſelf, and ſo contrary to the whole Tenor of 
the Seripture, merely upon my own Ignorance, and 


Thi 


being able to account e er in which 

are there expreſs oe £7 404 zotber Flaces 
do ally puzzle me. 1 ſeuve St. Paul, Eph. ir. 
9.3 mentions the three P gadually aſcend- 


emer, from the ene Spirit, to the ene Lord, ab. ſo 4 
» tha ord an Far fe e and thro 

lr. E and in pos all. And this is enough, 7755 

ſerence I can't gite the Reaſon Why between the one 

oO pay and the dne God, be inſerts, one ith, and one Ba 

e Fa Doubtleſs he had a N for this Order, Fong 
Cauſe dn f it it or no. phe if any one ſhauld attempt 
e Son | to revive the Valentinian eſy, and make Pi one of 
n Na. hie chirty Bens or Deities, 1 ſhould beg bis Pardon, 
o pay if he preteuded to argue with me in Favour of his 
lation Notion, from my not being able to fire an Account, 
eſpe& why Fs, is placed by the poltle i in that Order. 
thee i Mr. E. miitakes, when be repreſents our Ohjection 


to he, P. 191. that we are not le to explain how the three 


no Notion of what they mean by Perſons, who talk 

uthors after this rate, and that the Scripture never aſſerts this, 
ure of but the contrar th 

Mr, P. Mr. P. denied the Son an d Sp irit are repreſented as 

nd ſo having the ſame glorjous Perfections with the Father, . 

him. and i not repreſented as ſelf exiſtent, and 

millerived r. . anſwers; What doth he mean by felf- 


exiſtent, and wnderived ? ? Theſe Words to me don't « 
poſt rive PerfeBign ; in them, nor do they convey any Tho be 
negative Ideas. If theſe Words are at all pertinent, 


erves, 1 Y 
they muſt. go upon this 8 that hes cannot 


, 


ue 7 A glorious Perfe&ion of of which 51 have only 7. 
nfl 9 N Idea. I can hard] think the Apoſl ethou 7 
ther i | 4 fo z but imagined that he ſpake of ſome glorious Per- 
mine. fections of God: when he ſüled him eternal. immortal, 
ſ 0 inviſible. And Mr. E. himſelf, in this very Page, a- 

y the dong the Perſons. that can't I eparated from the ime 
her. 14 Nature, reckons theſ "I to be i 4 ite, eternal, unc hangea- 
oncern-| ble, Ang 1 1 he 8 whatever 18 a Perfection in God, 
pinioh WW m3y be allowed to be a glorious one, however we may 


ve only a negative Idea of it. 


He boys rer 2 N pg 
wee rept ated a5 deriving e ; — 98 


ter 1e 4% 


if tha 
fe 


"WAY 


Perſons can be one God, Our Objection i is, that we have 479 
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p hefe Terme ce 


0 jo 5 
they thewſtlves are derived from the Father, their 


dee aud all their Perfections, muſt be {6 too. 
nd cettarily this js the Doctrine of the a 1 


defer: us the Sort of God, begotten of the Fathir, d. 


hk elfe Wet it mean in : Feqoncs Chriſt ſo pe 
Sore _ and . 


e ind gente be a Derivs 1, 4 
Fang ence, in Caſe er 5 


fit 18 8 * whith is grreable to the Stfle of the Scrip- 


ich re een kim 48 the Spirit of God, k Y 
ight & to give, and as one 
tipture does no: 
tir of whe Fade, 


obe Whol the Fattter has a 
Sits s nor of hitiſelf. 
ſay, that tit oulng tirhey to the — 
1 our Saviour and the Holy Gb are God, let us de cau- 


tious not to ſay it; but. what it ſpeaks plain enou b, 3 
it I 


Deribarion, it can't be darigetous to F ert: And if 


fays not, that they derive theiv Being from the Father, a. wh 4 1 
cr ated Belus do: Mr. P. agrees with i it, fince he pre- 3 
tends not- that they are ſo derived, or to know any 

ing of the Manner of their Derivation. If the 

Sctiprute ſays not, th: at if the Father bad ſo plea td, they JN 


LES SP 


might. not gave bien God dt all: is not Mr. P. to be cont. XZ 
mended for his not affecting to be wiſe above what i . Y 


written? Mr. E. adds: They are all neceſſarily e 
| 1110 their being independent. Mr. E. is ee 


10 Ui in uiſhing zetweeh neceſſary and 74 "iſtbiee 1 
but unleſs he wilt luppole e Neceſſity of Göcd's 1 A 


& be owing to. art er Cat han bimſe] 
PD wy Sr op ag oi 
when le 
83 at he Has Frereld 


ten, as being from kim 'Y 
hy it. _ s Hvin g by the Father, Jobs vi. 

LY im by 22 Father, Jobs v. 267 

ji ir as bath though | tie God Aer frag continually ufe | 
8 which &cordin ding gs al all! 


were no Derivation at a 1 3 
He if the Son be derived, no one will doubt the Spi. 


F ates r. P's Term, 4 q ; 
the 17 er is Weit ent, weans this, WE 
Is Belg, hs ry Me a Pet. 8 


as 


Ro BS an = aa a. 


&ro6ns fro. gone, aud d fy % 


| en of it 3 but has 115 7 Ning obig. 13 
f Je f 1 


5 Ag 5 12 


nuft *cer- 
peratiohis ;' 4 cs find by 2 


95 ri 5 eeming 
. the 

—— own Ao 
Lehepdset 4 Ach 
gin? be fo 46 kö Bis 0 


S A conclude they are nat in the Weber. 


| re aſcribed to our Saviour, and 


I il 1 be bas done that, his Pol rivenoſs is of Little Mo? 


(7%) 


he Scripture. they are not independent in the BEE 


But farther, ſays Mr. E. dow is ir that My. F. of 
Clarke doth fengle out ſelf-Exiſtence, wbith- oth a 
5 be x Perfebiie'; a 4 00, der „r W 2 7 
„ Mr, F. 1 dare fay, 700 not teckon it any Difpa: 
agement to him to do a „ r „wen 
ore was ſo plain a Reaſon fo his doing it. But the 
ruth is, as 0 a8 can gueſs, that be did not heres 
in ſo mych follow Dr. Clarke, as Archbiſhop Tias, 
vhoſe Judgment had been leaded by Mr * in one 


aſe, and Jo was more likely to be regar _ _ 


1 ther. See what Mr. P. ſays, 1 Re +64. M 
8; excu/able i in picking up 9 15 fr 


Feder, of lb Er. 
ſtence; for he might think there was no . 
hether it were a PerfeQion, till now at leng A r 3 


ens him ic ſeems not to be a Terſection. would 
oy ask him for my own Information, whether Ex 
Wiſtcnce is a Perfection, and whether Dependance do's 


ot beſpeak the Imperfeckion of any Exiſtence, and. 
onſequently whether ſaf-ExiRence, that negarive 
dea, do's not remove all erfection from his Ex. 
ſtence, and ſo may not juſtly be eſteem'd, xs I mA 


3 ay, the PerfeAion of his Exiſtence, and a -moſt glo- 


ious Perfection of his Nature. But Mr. E. ſays, The 


* eaſon to me is lain. He is chen hap pe in N than 
; 


ar to God, yer they 
IT will not 
nſwer for Mr. F. but I will freely Aaldeer my own 
zoughts, that none of the Ferfections thit are pecu- 
iat to God, are ever aſcribed to our Saviour, or che 
Joly Ghoſt. And that the peculiar Wiſdom accord! 


oft other Things. Tho' : e 
: "he Holy Ghoſt 


YZ o which he is ſtiled che only wiſe God, Rom. xvi. 27. the 
, peculiar Holineſs, in which he is ſaid to be alone holy, 


Rev. xv. g. are not aſcrib'd to any but the Father, = 


1 _ oy aſſerting, he may try if he can a by he 
4 Td, one PerfeQion which is 
Eo — pt 


Ghoft, equally with the? 


"Mr. b. ſaid, * Theyare not repteſented 28 Wong the 


ſame Works, 5. e, in the _ 1 for 2 Fa- 
3 tes by the Jon, and not the 


E. anſ\vers, p. 192. And 4d I 27 he 
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Father, . declares he could do nothing of himſelf. | 


© Mr. E. was far from having prov'd, that the Son and 


al ES. 
they were ? But tis ſu cient that they are all 3 
and. preſerve, o a e e5, to 224475 Heart, = 
ſantlify, and fave the Souls f Men. "Theſe. Works. are con. 
fined to. the one living and true God, and yet done by Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, therefore they muſt be the one God, 
This would, be true, in: Caſe each did them by a | 
Power originally in himielf; but tis not true, in Caſe (lf 
two of them do them nqt by ſuch a Power, but by the 
Power of the Father. Oür Saviour, who liv'd by the 


This which Mr. E. thinks is nothing to che Argument, ic, 
in my Apprehenſion, very much to it; and to convince 
him, if poſſible, of it, let us try whether he will run 
the Length of his own Argument. Working of Miracle | 
is one of theſe Works confin'd to God, and becauſe 
this is aſcribed to the three Perſons, he infers they ate 
God. By the ſame Argument, ſay I, may he prove 
the bleſſed Mattyr to be God. For As vi. 8. Stephen 
ll of Faith and Power, did great Works and Miracles among 
the People. Again, the ſaving of Souls is another of theſe 
Works ; and, by his Argument,he may prove that he is 
God who do's ever convert 4 Sinner from the Evil of his 
Way, becauſe he ſaves a Soul from Death, Jam. v* 20. 
Is it not neceſſary, in all ſuch Caſes, to confider how 
any Perſon has the Work aſcribed to him ?. And are we 
not led to this by the A when they ſpeak of 
the Agency of theſe three Perſons in any Work aſcribed 
to them all? ee 2 
Tis ſtrange that Mr. E. cannot account for the 
Harmony between theſe three, by the perfect Sub- 
ordination of the Son and Spirit to the Na Dos 
he not think there will be a Harmony between God 
and his Saints in the other World; when theſe ſhall 
be made immutably,tho' not Infinitely Holy? What he W 
imagines that there is equivoce/ in the Word Subord 
nation, I: know not. |; 


I have ſhown in my ſixth Propoſition, that the Term 4 | 


God is not ſo. appropriated to the ſupreme God, a: i 
never to be attributed to other Beings ; which being 
moſt certain, there could be no Impropriety ..iti Mr. 
P's limiting his Expreſſion, as he did, when he ſaid, | 


Holy Ghoſt, have the Stile and Character of (the /«- 
* preme, or one) God, in the ſacted Writings.” Nor - 
| | 


create, 
t, and 
re con- 
Father, 
se God, 


by 38 
1 Caſe 


by the 


by the | 
ſelf. 3 
ent, is, A 
nvince 
ill run 
Miracle | 


ecauſe 
ey are 

prove 
tephen 


d mongg 


F theſe | 


t he is 


of bis 


(73) 
he now done it. And let him now prove, that the Ac. 
bunt I have given of our Saviour's being called 5 
vah only as he was the Repreſentative of Jhovab the 
Father, is diſagreeable to the Scripture Stile. I de- 
ny that that Title, or any other, that is iar 
to the ſupreme God, is ever otherwiſe given to 
n | 1 85 
Mr. B. ſays, Mr. P's is a plain and bold Aſſertion; 
that the A ole in ſaying he ewe is but one God tbe 
Father, excludes all other Beings or Perſons, from the 
Unity of God. But cen it is much more bold 
for Men flatly ro contradict the Apoftle, and 3 — 
the one is not the Father, but is the Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, tho' the Father is there ſpo- 
ken of in Contradiſtinction to the Lord Jeſus: Chriſt j 
and this contrary Aſſertion is not, as Mr. P. hints; 
as fally and peremptorily expteſe'd in any other Place. 
What Mr. E. obſerves of the Apoſtle's Deſign to ex- 
po he Heathen Idols, is true: But that ſhows; tha 

is Defign was likewiſe to repreſent to them, who 
the one God was, to whom all their Worſhip was to be 
oh and 'twas as eaſy for him to have aid, that this 


od was the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, if he had 
not been aſſured, that the Father alone is the one 
God. If Mr. E. would have ſpoken properly, b. 194. 
he ſhould have ſaid, that by theſe Characters, 1 Cor; 
viii. 6. The Apoſtle doth diflinguiſh the Father from 


l Nominal and Titular Gods, and the Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt from Ill Nominal and Titular Lords. And is 
it not ſtrange, if the Holy Ghoſt were the one God, 
that he, as well as the Apoſtle, ſhould forget to make 
the leaſt mention of himſelf? 71 
Mr. E. ask'd, Whether the Son and Holy Ghoſt were ac> 
cording to the Apoſtle any better thay Idols, and ſitch as are 
nothing in the World? Mr. p. gave an Evidence of the 
Diference, alledging, that God works and diſpetiſes 
Benefits by them, upon which Account they could 
pot be filed nothing, as the Idols are; Upon this 
the Man is in a Tranſport, and thinks he has found 
Blaſpbemy, whereas tis only a ſufficient Anſwer to an 


1 impertinent Queſtion. - He himſelf is forced to gratit 


this raiſes them a little higher as to their Divinity, thaw the 
Heathen Idols, p. 195. And do's it not then ſhew; 
that bey are not nothing N But he ſays, it _— 


_— - 2 TY 
— — _—_  : 
pn 5 
. 2 — 22 
— < 
- — 
— 


ba 4 
2 — 2 
r r r E- 
REECE SEES. 


= 
. — 
— WI 
—_ — 
— —.— 
— — pat — 
. 
RY 
— — 
— — 


* thaw above Avgel:? Nor had his Queſtion the 


Orea ion; What. mean and diſparaging Thoughts muſt Mr, | 


not to be ſuppoſed, to parallel in every Point the 
Things compared? Will he allow, when our Saviout 


Fer thus; If this is a ſufficient Reply to any one, 
| tween the 


Mr. Medes Interpretation of 1 Cor. viii. 6. appear 
> aj Scope, and I find Mr. Locke N it. 
0 


it wlll not buy ng very hongurable one. The 
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leaſt Reference to the Angels; above whom Mr. E. 
18 — in his own Conſcience, Mr. P. holds them 
Mr. P. farther ſaid: I would anſwer this, juſt az 

I ſuppoſe Biſhop Burnet, and perhaps Mr. E. him. 
*-felf, would, à Perſon that ſhould-aſk, whether the 
Cloud, that the Vraelites worſhipped, was the Su- 
preme God, or an Idol.“ What à lamentable Out- 
as well as Reaſoning do's Mr. E. uſe on this 


P. buve of our Saviour, and the Holy Ghaſt; when, accord. 
ing to bim, thiy are uo other to the Supreme God. (as the Ex. 

ns ſeems ro" import) than the Cloud among the Iſraelites 
was? And is this Mr. E's Logic? One would hardly 
expe worſe from the meaneſt Mechanick. Do's he 
read his Bible, and not ſee, that ſuch Anſwers. are 


vindicates his calling himſelf the Son of God, from 

what God ſays to Magiſtrates, that he makes him elf | 
to be no better than a Magiſtrate? Did: he never heat 
of the way of arguing, a minori ad majus? Was it not 
eaſy for a Man, who, as one would gueſs from his 
way of Writing, pretends to ſo great Skill in reaſon- 
ing, to inderfiand that Mr. P. might make this An- 


who would put that Queſtion concerning the Claud, 
tie much more ſo in the preſent Caſe? Beſides, it he 
would ſuppoſe, Mr. Pp. made any Compariſon be- 
Aloud materially conſider — our Savi. 
aur, it was only as to his Humane: Nature, it being 
evident from p. 56, 57. That he. ſuppoſes the Divine 
Nature of our Saviour to have inhabited both. Ve 


to me very rational and clear, and agreeable. to the | : 


E. prefers the Interpretation of one of the Aut · 
Niceze Fathers, whom he is not pleaſed to nam. 
What Reaſon he had for concealing his Name, I can 
only gueſs: But when the Affair is laid open, I fear «<* 


Paſſage then he here ſets down; is taken out of a La. 6 
1 Tranſlation of one of - Origen's Fal which in — ; 
= | proba- 


X 754) 


robability was made zr Ruffinus, who took ſuch a a Le | 
| betty of Feaviy w and putting in what he ed, 
Ir. E. ther! no ou can tell, when he reads the Opinion of 0- 


them 7 rigen, or of Riifffnas. Nor is this denied by Rufus 
himſelf, * articularly with 5 to A 
uſt as ctrine of Trinity. And therefore, tis not fair to 


bim. cite his big rok y as tho* they expreſs'd Or: 

r the real Sentiments. e Mr. E. was not ſenſiblé of 
> Su- i chis, when he ſo 155 ently afſerted the Interpreta- 
Out. tion to which he refers, to be of one of the An 


this th I obſerve the Author of Plam Chriſtianity de 
Nr., fond, Nat IV. . 73: has confider'd this Paſſage, and 
| has ſhown, that 1 mi i is contrary to Origen - Opinion, 


be Ex | And if Mr. E. will bring Origen to 8 his Op pi- 
lices Wi nion, I defire him only to read a Letter of πm to 
ardly Avitus, De Originis Erroribus, Hieron. Oper. Tom. H. P. 


102. Edit. Francof. 4. 1684. 

e Give me leave to preſent the Reader with a few of 

t the Origen's Opinions, as Jerom has, there ſer them down 

yiour |} from his Books te A, which he himſelf tranfla- 
ted, viz. © That Chriſt is not born, but made the 

© Son of God: That God the Father being by Na- 


heat . ture invifible, is not ſeen even by the Son: Fhat the 
t not Son, who is the Image of the inviſible Father, be- 
ny = * ing compared with the Father, is not the Trath ; but 
alan 


WT © is ſeen as the Repreſentation of Truth among us, us, 
An- who cannot receive the Truth of God Alnjig 
one, ( ſo that the Majeſty and Magnitude of the Greater? 
loud, may be perceived in ſome ſort circumſcribed in the 
© Soy : That God the Father is incom rehenfible- 
n be- Light, Chriſt in Compariſon of the Father is a very 
Savi- © all Splendor, which appears: 15 At us by reaſon 
being Wl « be our Weakneſs He uſes tlie le of two Sa · 
ivice . tues, one great and the other mall, the 1 that 
nd fills the World, and 12 of its Greatneſs ig in 
pears a Manner invifible, the other which may be ſeed! ; 5. 
>, the and compares the Father to the former, and the Sn 
d it, . to the Kfer He calls God the Father Alung 92 5 
| * good, and erfektly good; and fays the Senf 
:: but 2 eath or Image of Goodneſs,” ſo't 
Lean 8 * to be called good a ſolutely, but with n_ 
” fear Aalen, as the good Shepherd, &t. He aſſt bb the 
＋ „Holy Ghoſt to be third, in Hondur and Dig ry af 


« 1 n the F 21 and r concerning won, Nas" 
roba- * 


— 


— 
— 


—ů— — = — 
= * — — 2 
I — x — 2 
— MT r 
— = 2 I” : 
ARES TIED 


OO CE EET: 
3 
— 


Sc TART 
PI. 2 Pe . 
2 .. 2 a 
SEES = EE ag En aL 
. © a _ — 
— = — Sz 


— = > 

_- oy 2 2 — 

. — 
— 2 


— 
r 


ä . e — — * - : — l = | : 
A. BY. * * \ — R — i + * =. Ef 0M or * 3 ES reer 2 3 7 4 7 — — 
= 77-44 2 Sag” <4. : * 3 2 = wo S er „ _—— 1 a | ok : 7 2 2 
4 == x3 ' — Pg. 5 2 2 2 : 5 l T A 4 * * — 5 
— 2 — = a2 — — 2 - —. 4 — — — — d 
” 2 OI 1 ps RI . => ID P ˙ I IT 1 3 — 3 y  - 3 — I - —S " 
2 n r 22 ” +: ons 3-S. — — 8 — g — =P 1 7 2 T — —£ — 
4 = — <= . 7 - 2 — — S : - 2 7 ; 2 
— 2 . F * = -5 — ys - — — — = . PR 
= 2 +- - &- r — apc . 2 2 2 2 2: -  F.- — + gw * I _ 
A . = 1 * _ ä "2 » * 
KIEL 9 % 8 42 52— 80 2 2 2 — 
* 
— 
. * 


— 3 5 CS 
_— =- = — * 2 
— — OC; 
— op EE 
— > --» . 
% >: —- 


= 
— 
* 


S 
TS LE — 


- 


| on 
eng; God. Mr 


r 


© ke had faid, he knew not whether he was wads, or 


© ot made, he afterwards declares, what he thought 
* of him, aſſerting, that there was. nothing that waz 
* not made, befide God the Father. He makes the 


. © Son alſo, who is leſs than the Father, becauſe he 


« is the to him, and the Holy Spirit, who iz 


© inferior to the Son, to be converſant with all the | 


© Saints; and in this Order he makes the Power of 


the Father to be greater, than that of the Son and 


Spirit; and again, the Power of the Son to be grrat- 
© er, than that of the Holy Spirit; and the Power of 
* the Holy Spirit to be greater, than all other Things 
* that are called Holy,” See alſo what he ſays in 
the latter End of that Letter, and compare another of 
his Letters to Pammachins and Oceanus, p. 129. and his 
Apologies againſt Ruffinus. | 

Nor is the Teſtimony of the other Poſi-Nigene anci- 
ent at all to his Purpoſe. For Mr. P. will not de. 


y. that where- ever there is Deity there is Dominion, ox 


here there ts Dominian there is Deity. Tis true, Jerom 


on Epb. iv. 5. who is here referred to, would faſten 


eye the Arians the Denial of this, as a Conſequence 
of their Interpretation gf Scripture juſt in the ſ.me 


Way, as Mr. E., do's upon us, that . becauſe we ſay, 


the one God excludes all but the Father, therefore 


the one Lord muft exclude the a ang as well as all 


others from Lordſhip and Dominion; but the Conſe. 


quence is very unfair. For his Adverſaries pretended, 


that the one God excluded all others from bein 


10 that Senſe, in which the Father was God % and 


ney might very well ſay, the one Lord excluded all 
others from bei Lord, in weden in which 
CE Jeſus was Lord, a Lord conftituted by the Fa 
ther. 2 | 

What Mr. E. argues, p. 196. from the Uſe of the 
Prepofitions, has been anſwer'd before. The Evi- 
_ of Mr. Mede's Interpretation, is not built upon, 

he. bare. Uſe of the Prepofitions, tho? that ſuits well 
enough with it; but upon the manifeſt Alluſion wade. 
to the Theplogy of the Heathen, who held many Gods 

8 


d many ; and the Apoſtle, in Oppoſition to 
them, ſhews, that Chriſtiane! have. but _ of each 


e God, and one Lord, conſtituted by that, 


- 


« E's Interpręration will not allow 


any 


S 4 iq uy is as fe v0 to © 


a 


4+ 
ay Difference between God and Lord, tho the Apo 
ale's Diſcourſe plainly ſuppoſes one. And if he 
WW would bave ſpoken the Orthodox Senſe, he ought to 
have ſaid; to us Chriſtians, there is but one God and 


# Lord, viz. The Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, There 
do is is no Difficulty in the Texts he mentions concerning 
| the the Son, if Men will but confider, that tis from the 

er of Father Chriſt received his Dominion, and by him 

j and was made Lord and King. As for his Argument from 

great. that Text, that Chriſt is the Firſt and the Laſt, he may 

er of ſee it anſwer'd, Plain Chriſtianity Defend:d, Part 1. 8 

hings 14. And tis very Arange, if it ſhould be infinitely 

s in N ozatory, to the Sun and Spirit 10 28 of them, as Mr. P. 

er of tb: when be uſes a manifeſt Caution to ſpeak of 


nem, as the Scripture doth. | Let Mr. E. beware, 
eit by his bold and weak Conſequences, and by be- 
ng wiſe above what is written, he ſhould derogate 
rom the Honour of the God and Father of all, even 
Woof Chriſt himſelf, . . 
= Mr. P. ſo far as I can perceive, has nothing to do 
ich any Scheme, but what he finds in the Scriptures, 
e Arias and Socinian he bas diſclaim'd z and proba: 


1ence 
{.me ly thinks it a very unwarrantable . Courſe, for Men 
ſay, o ſtudy the Notions of any Party. What Mr. E's aim 


in this baſe Way of ſuggeſting, that he muſt be in 
ne or rother Scheme, 5. 197. he knows beſt; but it 


as all 

onſe. Wo's not appear to me to be very Chriſtian,” All that 
ded, Ar. E. has to do is to confute, if he can, what his 
God, 4 wy 3 | 5 "EP 7 4 2 
and lf the Father's ſending the i not Authori 
£ g the Err ntor 


d all p | —_—_ : but a matua Conſent 
| ill a 


vhich a Perſons will account for this: I ſhould be glad to 
e Fa. row, why our Saviour ſo conſtantly laid a very great 
8 ; Streſs upon his being ſent by the Father, andnever once 

f the ventions his being ſent by the Holy Ghoſt, the Text 
Evi- ; hich Mr. E. brings to the contrary, being evidently 


et at all to his Purpoſe: Why do's he ſet forth 'the 
in of thoſe that received him not, chiefly by this, 
What they received not one who came from the Fa- 
her: Nay, cari there be any Truth in his Wards thus 
nderſtood, ., Jobs viii. 42. F God were your Father, ye 
ald lpve e: For I proceeded forth, and came from Gd 

| 2 bur be ſent me? If this ſending 

ent; 
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| 7 71 Chap. xii. 49, 59+ 1 n ſpoken of my 


| conſiſtent me a . of 


Taue v. Mot, 


41 


kk he 4s wuch came of himſelf, as he did by the Fa. 
t 


er's ſending. What Account can Mr. E. give of 


our Lord's Words, Jobs vi. 38. I came doum from Heavei, 
not to do my. own Wil, but the Will of bim thag ſent me 


the Father which. ſent gave me a Command. 
2 what I ſoould ſay, and A 1 ſoogld ſpeak; And ] 
thas his Commandiment is Life everlaſting; 3 what r/o 
therefore, even as. the Father ſaid unto, me, ſo. I Pa. 

If the Father's ſendin Chriſt was no Act o Lache 
10 l how 4 it w e.compared with Chriſt's ſend. 
xvii. 1 


and thought it beſp 


In eriority in him that is Ml 
ſent, Cbap. xiii. 16. 15 Wen he 5 often {peaks of Y 


bis. Father's ſending hir Un, would he never have given 
us the leaſt Caution, that we ſhould only conſider 


this as a Matter of mutual Conſent, had he igtended . 


a0: be under ſtoodp _.; 

Mr. E. ſays, Samencſs of Effe, I don't tale to be in. 
Perſons, nor conſequently, with 
P. ſpeaks of As Mr. E. appears to have 

a 379 all # the Word Perſons here, the Senſe 
muſſ be, that Sameneſs of Eſſence he do's not take to 
be inconſiſtent with a Plurality of he knows. not what, 
But L would ask him, can a Perſon ſend, or be ſent, or 
cone, ap da any Th ing without his Eflence ? or can 
the Eſſence ent without all that belongs to its c0- 
x with it ?. If theſe Things can't be, Chpiſt is as 

— 2 by biwſelf as by the Father, and vu, Fx 


ther as much ſtat, 
3 of the Gaſpel i is confgunded, 
el; 52. FINDS Fig Text, 1. Cor. xi. 3 
aye hr 1 oner him confider'd as N 
anſwer'd,;.þ., 5 that, the A we 
com} — Negrens w gels apprehend 
is = beligved the Rache ft is 
this h E plaiply appeale d to the pee Words: es =p 
Bregbrew z that, f 
rad of denen . 
here can he. no Reaſon to oppoſe 4 t A 


Criſs aw 


ey Man, ag Mr. Emu hald he do's, ang 


24 


be. Apeks ef Gbrid in A band N be 5 25 the 
Grit 


his A .and xx. 21 ? If our Lord 
may be — e beſt Interpreter erb bie Eunk. Fords 1 
'tis evident he took a dean Act of Aut ority, | 4 


and incarnate. as the Son; and the I 


d a 22 15 1 


lan, e +6 14 4 


# - 
only 4 Nab in the latter: Had the Apoflle de 10 
io expreſs Mr. E's Senſe, he would have only faid t 
Hea of every Man, and of Chriſt bimtelk 2s Maw. * 


the Fs. 
zive of 
Heaven 


ent me! 
2 0 8. but 'tis now manifeſl that he ſy eaks of Teverdl 
of » Degrees of Headſhip, the higheft of? ay de ing that'sf 
And himſelf, who is cherte the Head ovet Chriſt 
ſoever | in all thoſe N in which he is Head over eve. 
Heat! ry Mao... And Mr. E's Wa of inter rerin his Words, 
Lache, carries ſomewhzt in it too Tight to . in the 
s ſens. Diſcoucle of in inſpired Writer. Mr. ſays, if he 
ir Lord ould. aldi Mr. P's 4 Apprebenſwns, "rwould no more 

ord I 217 of Nature, than ii doth that there is ſucb an 
3 222 2 5 a Man and à Woman, There may be 
that i; u Equal uality : as to a ſpecific Nature between Tndivide- 
-zks of Ml * when one is Head over 4tiother, as in the Cife of 


e given 


he Man's bejng! Head over the Woman; there is 

onſfider o Neceflity c of ſuch an Equality 6f Nature, ere there 

\ded { Ws 2 Headſ! ip. of ons over; thorher, as is plam inthe 

e of Chriſt's being the Head of ever 5 an, and fo 

0 be in- n Inequality of Netw” may aß well be Ap ofed 

, ith hen God is {aid to be the Head of Chrit 7 a thus 

o have t muſt be here, if it be allow'd that God is the Head 

Senſe F Chriſt in both Natures, unleſs Mr. E. wil ſay that 

ke to od and Chriſt are two Individuals in the ſamt ſpe: 
Pb, ific divine Nature, that is, that they are two Gods: 


Mr. E. ſays, And Imigbt 785 More ed iy alle ir Mt. Ps 
| ppebiyoge) too ; becauſe Chriſt is ſaid tb'be Yhe Head 

_ r incipality and Power ; and that, as he Bath te nel 
WF the Godhead drrelling, in bim bodily. IF Mi. E. can 4. 

s, that the Father i is the Heat of Chrift in both Na. 
res, he muſt allow an e between chem: but 

in the ſame ener, 

is Buſineſs to inq ale! ink clear A 


ent, or 
or can 
its co- 
is as 
he & f 
nd 19 o there ci can be an Ine u 


| 5 5 1 ak that Text, Gl li. 95 Plain Chriſtian. de 2 

pos AW Me. 7, , be * ſupport Me: K. did net 6 

And by ſhould be colvinc'd of the Equality By A 

Feral Phi, ji, 6, which P migy' e of his = 

1 have up as Hot to the Purpoſe: $ 

15 1 Nt that OY P. here ſpeaks of tbr gfringu that 

e that = which pe 3 flerts t Equality, chat he 

Ad. of 8. 12 not Robbery to Ta Hi might, 

Chrift take it to be a f'of Chrift's Divinity; 
only F his Eq rd A the Words zre in bur 


Tran- 


1 


| ( 8 ) 
\ ol * 
Trauſlation, tis a ſtrong Aſſertion of an Equality, and 
dis not likely that ſo many learned Menof Mr. Es Side 
a 517 2 en that up, unleſs they had perceiy'd | 
x it, which Mr. E. can't ſee, And when 
— wy on is rightly render'd, there is no. 
xr xp. by the Text that afſerts an Equality. Tia grant. 
1 e Condeſcention is great, when he that was in the 
Form of God, and uſed toap rina glorioas Manner 
as the Repreſentative of the Fecher, parted with this, 
and took upon him the Form of er but that ht 
had vo Sußerior, is not in the Text, but is ſup pplicd by by 
Mr. E. to help out his Argument. See Dr. 
the Trinity, p. 39, Sc. Mr. E. has not yet brought one 
Text that looks like a Proof that his Notion is made 
Term of Salvation; and therefore I can't fee why} 
Mr. P's Cha rge was not juſt ; and that the Proceed 
| ings of the Aſſembly de erved to be treated as he 
treated them, even ſuppoſing it a Term of Salvation; 
; Kince they never pretended to prove upon any one of if 
| thoſe they. uſed with ſuch Rigour, that they had ever 
ſo much as deny . 
Mr. E. is pleaſed, b. 204. to take a tranfient No 
{> ; tice of my third Propoſition, which being an Honout 
vs not uſual to be granted by him to a nameleſs Author 
13 I think I ought to take ſome ſp ecial Notice of it, an 
135 examine what he vouchſafes A fay.. He ſays, If «if 
CCC 
not God in any proper 71 + at all. It Fo: gnifies very little 
1 — Wor 


— ">: 7: . 
>. 


0 2 Language, and ſpeak of the Son as begottai 
725 0 = ge 7 20 bur i, 8 3 

» ma ins apa on m re 
i hon ſet * cendently above them all 
is. very true, as Mr MW; Hd 14's that the Works o 
Cora de Gd a: God ” ry des N Id pro prove . | 
Saviour to e, » in Cale tha 
| it could be proy — be, created | a ſs Ab 


Wi; to diſpute By the woe Senſe, Mr. 2% 
Pty 2 * the higheſt Senſe : * o he may try, if be 
TENN, _ plea to prove them God 3 he calls the pr 
99 and Mr. P. calls. the higheſt Senſe. He adds, i «yi 
1 but that, in which rare; finite, dependent Being; mi 
17 be ſaid to 'be God... But how does he 5 that there u 
15 no other Way of deriving Being from God, but h 43 
10 Creation? 4 may we not content our 1 K. with 


(a ) 
eder of die e, al he dati ved net from, he 
Mr. E. p. 205. denies that the Tm God, is its hight 
„d to the Fagber, as to exclyde the Song 


y, and 
7s Side 
rceiv'd | 
1 when 


P Senſe, is ever FO . Bae W 
f 3 ad Spirit. * — in all the Places where the oye 
in the God is ſpoken of, and there is any Thing ſaid to i 
ame, eit who he is, the Term is appropriated to the Fx 
ch this ther: and he is en of as the one God, in Conti 
chat he diſtinction to the ' a8 Jahn XWMNͤI. 3.1 Cor. viii. * 
ned by to both the Son and Spitit, Chf. iu, 4, 5, C. And Mx: 
4 s nat ble to produce ſo much as .gne Text, wherein 
ght one hey are all joyn'd together, ang {aid 0 be the cn 
made: I. repeat the Declaration I made under my t wud . 
gent Propofitian, that if they will produce one leb will 
roceed ont yield them the whole Cauſe. |. 12 
| 2s be Mr. E. ſays, Tha Paſſage is the xviith of ho will 
vation is we prove it, thav twill prove, that the Fatber doth pgf 
one d baſe; breanſe "ris ſaid, Matth. xj. 27: that wp Auf 
ver orb abe Farker bur the Hu. Dafs Mr. E. beljeve him: 
| elf, that this is at all parallel + Is the Knowle 
ent No here ſpoken of appro iated ta the Son in Contra 
Honou i tinction to the Father? Is it not manife(} that tis pot ⸗ 
Author, ut only in Contradiſtinction to thoſe to whom the a 
"it, ani ad not reveal'd him? And what is the Knowledge 


ſpaken of, but of the Fathers Ferfections and Will 


| t. OE : 

f 0 1 — of any manifeſt, as —_— 1 in the like 
"v fit Caſe, | ſay, is it not maniſeſf, according to comme 
Mi. : Þ Senſe, that he muft. be excepted,. the Knowledge of 
5, if ee Perfection: and Will is ſpoken of? But ig chers 
e prope Thing like chis in the Ca e before us? Is it not 
if 11 an 9 m. nifeſt to common Senſe, that when the F ather is 
4285 nol ſaid 26 be the only true God, that Jeſus Chriſt, in 
chere t adiſtinction to whom he is Riled the anly true 
but b 20d, is to be exce ted? *Fis à Shame for ni 
e wit r Doctrine that needs ſuch Shifts to defend it. 
cot A: poor is what next follows : or chan it will prope dat 
„ nor Son do knew the Thivge of Gad, beegaſe 
u Cre ſaid; 1 Cor. ii. 11. That the Things of 4 knovweth, ap 
em all bie che Siri of God. And is the Spirit here ſpakes 
zorks ef in Contradiſtinction to God or Qhtif, or indeed 26 
ove ou Ment Are not they excopted.to whom che Spirithas 
aſe tha revealed the Things of Cod ? Fhe Apoſtle is ſhew- 
pode Geſpet but by a Revelation * God, which Reve- 
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veal to them, bur the Sirit of 


Mind, as well as to my ſelf. . The Scripture uſe | 


. Words are not to be ſtrain'd farther. 


deny, tis apply'd to the Spirit. Let us conſider his 


as 7 
lation God makes by his Spirit: That the Thing, 
which had not entred into the Heart of Man, God had re. 
vealed to the Apoſtles by bis Spirit, v. 9, 10. Theſe Thing 
of God, and which were freely given to the Apoſiles of 
God, v. 12. he tells us, u one knew, no one could re. 
| | God. And is it not 
manifeſt, that God who gives them, and who reveal; 
them, tho' not immediately himſelf, but by his Spi- 
tit, muſt know them? Is not this kind of Exception al. 
towed and underſtood in our familiar Diſcourſe? If] 
ſay with Reference to the Intentions an Hitimate WM 


Friend has to do another a Kindneſs, that no one 


Xnows his Mind but my ſelf, no one will imagine 
that I mean, that he do's not know himſelf ; nor 
ſhall I be underſtood by the Expreſſion to except 
any but Men, ſuch to whom he might have told his 


the Expreſſion no one, as we do in our familiar Dif. 
courſe, and when tis manifeſt, we ſpeak only of Men, 
I own the 
ord wives, is to be underſtood only to exclude ſuch 
as are contradiftinguiſh'd to that, to which tis ap- 
ply'd; and if Jobs xvii. 3. Rom. xvi. 27. it is thusapply'd 
to the Father, in Contradiſtinction to Jeſus Chriſt, it 
do's exclude him from being the only true God. Fot 
Mr. E. to talk here of Blaſphemy, is only begging the 
Queſtion. Mr. E. 15 P. 200. Tis no wonder, that h. 


33 Dr a a ca . 
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ſhould ſpeak of the God of Iſrael, as the only true God, and 
Chriſt the Mediator between God and Man, as the only 
Mediator; And this is very true,. but thus let him 
remember, that this God of Iſrael was the Father on- 
ly ; for he prays to him only, and not to himſelf. 
Mr. E. _ in here one Text, wherein he thinks 
the Apoſtle calls the Holy Ghoſt God in the higheſt 
Senſe. Tis 1 Cor. xii. 6. I doubt not, that the Term 
God is there uſed in the higheſt Senſe : But then 1 


* py * . 5 e 7 2 Pe. 0 6 - . : n 
" 8 r N A ** 2 . 


Scope, and compare this with a 1 Place; and 
there will, I think, no room be left to doubt, that 
*tis the Father he here calls God. St. Paul here, 
as Mr. Locke obſerves, offers a Confideration againſt 
© any Contention for Superjority, or pretence to Pre. 


n 


ce upon Account of any ſpiritual Gift; and tis 
E this, that thoſe diſtinct Gifts are all of one 75 the 
$55, 1 „ ſame 


y 


| TH) 
not perceive whom he means, when he makes ſuch 
diſtinct mention of God, and the Lora. 
Mr. E. has nothing 2 in Anſwer to Mr. P's 
Objections againſt the fanciful Notion he brought in 
of a Third Super- Angelical Nature of Chriſt; upon the 
coccaſien of which Mr. P. told him, that his Scheme 
needed not the Help of any unſcriptural Fancy; and 
here Mr. E. has jumbled his own Interpretations of 
Mr. P's Scheme, and joyn'd with it ſomewhat of 
his own, to try if he can diſcover ſome Difficulty in it. 
Let him expreſs Things fairly, and there is no: Dif. 
ficulty at all in his Scheme. Tis no Difficulty at 
all, that he by whom Gad created all Things, ſhauld 
be a derived or begotten Being; and that he who 
being the Image of the Inviſible God, upholds all 
Things by the Word of his Power, ſhould himſelf be 
upheld by him, by whom he lived, and without 
om he could do nothing; and that he who did not 
know the Day and Hour of the laſt Judgment, 'the 
Father having kept the Times and Seaſons in his own 
Power, ſhould have a limited Underſtanding. Where 
do's he find it in Mr. P's Scheme, that the Son hath 
nite Perfeſtions, or the Worſhip, Powers, and Prerogatives 
F (the unbegotten or 8upreme) God? * OTH 

I obſerve Mr. E. will not ſay, whether he allows 
of Mr. P's Notion of the Incarnation, and by his Way 
of talking, one would be ready to think, that he 
laces it in the Word's being barely related to the 
humane Nature, and ſo falls under that Cenſure of 
the _— mention'd under my tenth Propoſition. 
He talks indeed of our Sgviour's afſuming the human 
Nature; but whether he means any more by that 
Mimption than a bare Relation, he do's not tell us. If 
he do's not, Mr. P's. Conſequence is certain, that the 
Fatffer and Spirit being related to the human Nature, 
will prove them likewiſe incarmte ;/ and the veiling 
of the Glory fignifies nothing! here, for the Son is 

fill incarnate, now his Glory rs not veiled» , 
MI. P. ask'd, If Chriſt was the ſupreme God, 
bow was it poffible for him to be withour che 
© Glory, which, eſſentially belong'd to him? Mr. F. 
anſwers, He never was wir bon it. Let us then examine 
the Text. Mr. P. had here, doubtleſs, his Eye up 
John xvii. 3. And now, O Father, glorify them me- with 


own 


' becauſe it __ im 
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ee e 
1 wb the Glor 'y which I had with hs 1 * _ 
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